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CHAPTER J 

INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND 

This is the second of two supplements to the 
Manual- for Dl'Ug Abuse Treatment Program Sel-f
Evaluation. Data based on treatment outcome 
infoTIrultion that agencies and clinics rou
tinely collect or have available in the files 
of individual clients are presented. While 
it is possible to use this volume without re
ferring to the discussion of self-evaluation, 
the instructions, and the measures contained 
in the Manual- for Self-Evaluation, maximum 
beneH t can be gained only by interpreting 
the infonnation here with the aid of the 
materials in that instructional manual •. 

When a program computes its own values on 
various treatment-outcome measures, one way 
to use those results in the evaluation pro
cess is to compare them with self-defined 
standards of success. The extent to which 
actual values equal or differ from these 
standards provides an indication of how suc
cessful the program has been in meeting its 
goals. Unfortunately. however. this compari
son disregards some important limitations 
and qualifications that affect the values a 
program's computed measures can possibly 
take. such as the different lengths of time 
clients have been in treatment or U1e special 
needs of different kinds of clients or the 
differences in treatments required for 
different drug abuse problems. Furthennore, 
nonprogram factors, such as the state of the 
economy. the availability of drugs on the 
local market, and the efforts of local law 
enforcement agencies, influence the extent 
to which computed values for a program will 
differ from ~deal standards of success. And 
it is impractical, if not impossible, to 
define those standards of success in tenus 
of all the varying combinations of program 
and nonprogram factors that prevailed during 
each time period for which measures are 
computed. On the other hand, overall treat
ment goals must be ,set in order to justify 
treatment £trategies and actual perfonnance 
nnlSt be compared to these goals, expressed 
as standards of success, in order to assess 
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the effectiveness of treatment, to identify 
problems, and to provide infonnation for 
decisions about the allocation of resources 

To help you deal with this dilemma, this 
volume presents summary values on 7 measures 
selected from tha Manual for Self-Evaluation 
and computed from data collected from 1,274 
programs across the Nation over a I-year 
period. Since these values represent actual 
perfonnance in the 1,274 programs, comparison 
with 'the standards of success you have set 
for your program reveals the extent to which 
"real" programs elsewhere that are similar to 
yours have achieved the results you desire. 
Such a comparison may be helpful in setting 
mOl'e realistic goals for your own program. 
In addition, by summarizing actual values for 
sevt~ral programs over time, the figures in 
this volume can be considered to represent 
"nonnal" program perfonnance (subject to some 
limitations of the data) and provide indica
tions of what can be expected of similar pro
grams under conditions that include factors 
beyond the control of program personnel. 

THE CLIENT ORIENIED DATA ACQUI
sITIoN PROCESS (CODAP) 

The National Institute on Drug Abuse (NIDA) 
operates lUDAP as a data collection system to 
provide current infonnation for planning, 
management, and evaluation purposes. Data 
are regularly collected on clients at admis
sion to and discharge from drug abuse treat
ment programs in approximately 1,800 clinics 
that receive federal funds. 

Three fonus constitute the basis of the CODAP 
system, the Admission Report (AR), the Dis
charge Report (DR), and the Client Flow 
Summary (CPS). The Admission Report serves 
to identify a client by number, treatment 
modality and environment, and date of admis
sion; to classify each client by background 
and demogra~hic characteristics; and to pro
vide infonnation about each client's pattern 



of drug usage, prior treatment experience, 
and prescribed treatment. An admission re
port to CODAP is submitted only once for each 
client for each admission. The Discharge Re
port is completed for each client upon dis
charge from a clinic and serves as a record 
of treatment being received at discharge, 
reason for discharge, employment and educa
tional status and drug usage at the time of 
discharge. The Client Flow Summary is sub
mitted monthly and constitutes a client 
census by modality and environment as of the 
last day of the report month, summarizing 
~linic activities during the month and the 
number of Admission and Discharge Reports sub
mitted for the month. * 
The Division of Scientific and Program Illfor
mation of NIDA receives and processes the 
information submitted each month on the CODAr 
forms. One of the files which have been 
generated by NIDA is the 1975 CODAP Edited 
Statistical Historical Clients (CESHG) file, 
consisting essentially of matched Admission 
and Discharge Reports for all clients dis
charged from reporting clinics during the 
calendar year 1975. The original 1975 CESHG 
file contained records for almost 203,000 
clients. But for the purpose of computing 
the outcome measure values in this volume, 
only clients whose admission to drug treat
ment was VOluntary were considered, resulting 
in a file containing 116,232 records of 
clients treated in four modality/environment 
combinations in 1,274 clinics. 

Interpretation and comparison of the values 
on outcome measures based on GODAP data in 

* More detailed discussion of these forms, 
along with definitions of terms and instruc
tions for completion, are available in the 
CZient Oriented Data Aaquisition FToaess: 
Instruation ManuaZ and Handbook. Rockville, 
Maryland: National Institute on Drug Abuse, 
January, 1977. Terminology in this supple
ment is based on instructions and usage in 
that 1977 version of the CODAP Handbook. 

Persons familiar with the earlier (1974) 
version of GODAP will notice that the GODAP 
Activity Report (AGR) is not discussed here 
since it is no longer a part of the system. 
Discussions of the ACR form in the ManuaZ foX' 
SeZf-EvaZuation were written before the 
latest (1977) version of eoDAP became opera
tional. All references to the Activity Report 
in the ManuaZ foX' SeZf-EvaZuation may be dis
regard.ed without affecting the usefulness of 
those instructions and without affecting the 
comparability of values in the tables in this 
volume with those computed from figures on 
1977 version CODAP forms. 
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this modified 1975 CESHG file are subject to 
several limitations in the CODAP data. 
While the response rate and quality of data 
for reporting clinics is considered excel
lent, some inconsistencies and incomplete 
reporting do occur as a result of changes 
from month to month in the universe of 
reporting clinics and variations in accuracy 
and consistency stemming from employee 
turnover, differential program emphasis on 
drug abuse treatment, and level of federal 
funding for programs relative to other . 
source5. Furthermore, the eODAP data may 
not be representative of the drug abusing 
population in the United States. Clinics 
receiving no federal funds are not required 
to report (though many do) and there is even 
a small population of nonreporting federally
funded clinics. On the other hand, the large 
number of clinics consistently reporting to 
CODAP does provide a virtually complete 
picture of the drug treatment situation in 
federally-funded clinics and, since federal 
funds underwrite such a significant propor
tion of the national treatment effort, par
ticularly for opiate abuse, the CODAP data 
are extremely useful for generating outcome 
measure values which fairly portray the 
current level of drug treatment program 
performance across the nation. 

NATIONAL VALUES AND SACRED COWS 

To the extent that the agencies comprising 
the eODAP data base represent all regions of 
the country and a variety of treatment pro
grams, values for treatment outcome measures 
computed using GODAP represent national com
parison figures. But a word of caution is 
appropriate here. Figures you compute for 
your program may be greater or lesser than 
the eODAP national values, they may differ a 
great deal or only slightly from the CODAP 
values, and your figures may fluctuate over 
time around the eODAP national values, being 
larger one month and smaller the next. We 
will discuss below some ways to help you 
understand these kinds of differences from 
the national values. Even so, there is 
nothing sacred about these eoDAP figures-
they merely summarize what was going on in 
federally-funded programs around the country 
during a fairly long time period. Like any 
summary figures, the national rates for all 
the measures ignore a great deal of important 
information for the sake of brevity. Be 
cautious, therefore, in comparing rates for 
your program with the national figures ~ased 
on CODAP. Any differences may be largely a 
result of some factors in your situation 
(e.g., clientele, community, etc.) that are 
ignored by the national values. 

On the other hand, the CODAP national figures 
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are based on data from more than a single 
program and they do reflect some similarity 
between programs in different parts of the 
country and over a long period of time so 
that regional differences and seasonal 
changes are evened out somewhat. That is, 
the national rates do contain a grain, at 
least, of truth. Hence, do not be too quick 
to dismiss, differences between the national 
values and figures for your own program on 
the grounds that the CODAP values ignore 
your unique circumstances. While the CODAP 
figures do have limitations and you should 
use them for comparison cautiously, differ
ences between your program's rates and the 
CODAP national values may indicate that 
there are real problems in your program that 
need attention. 

The CODAP national figures in this volume 
will become progressively more inapplica'ole 
as time passes for two reasons. The data on 
which they are based were collected over a 
fairly long time period, but that time 
period has ended and the interval since 
collection becomes increasingly long. Also, 
assuming that you and programs like yours 
improve program performance, the "true" 
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national rates will climb upward over the 
next several years. For these reasons, 
then, you should attempt to build your own 
data base by keeping records of your pro
gram's rates for long-term comparison. The 
national rates are included here primarily 
as guidelines to help you more meaningfully 
interpret your own program's rates the first 
few times you compute them. While it will 
always be important and helpful to relate 
your program to other similar programs 
elsewhere, the national rates computed from 
CODAP and included here will serve this 
purpose less well after a year or two and, 
in the absence of updated COOO information, 
you will gain more by making comparisons 
with your own program's earlier performance. 

Finally, some of the measures for which 
national figures are provided may have no 
meaning for your program (e.g., the unemploy
ment rate for the cohort in treatment one 
month in a therapeutic community, or the 
successful completion rate in a methadone 
maintenance program). For measures which 
have no relation to the goals and objectives 
of your program, ignore any CODAP national 
comparison figures. 



CHAPTER II 

FORMAT OF CODAP TABLES 

ARRANGFMENT OF TABLES 
OF CODAP FIGURES 

This supplement includes four appendices of 
tables, appendix A through appendix D. Each 
appendix and its tables applies only to one 
combination of treatment modality and envi
rorunent. There is no table or set of tables 
that presents values for all types of treat
ment modalities combined together. The 
tables within each appendix are organized in 
exactly the same way for all modalities. 
Appendix A and its tables will be used to 
illustrate the following discussion, but the 
points covered will apply to all the tables 
because the arrangement within all the 
appendices is identical. 

One Treatment Modality/ 
Envirorunent Combination 
in Each Appendix 

Ea~\ appendix provides CODAP comparison data 
for only one specific treatment modality 
and envirorunent combination according to 
the following listing: 

Appendix A: Outpatient Methadone 
Maintenance (MM) 

Appendix B: Drug Free Residential 
(TIlerapeutic) Communities (TC) 

Appendix C: Outpatient Drug Free (DFOP) 
Appendix D: Outpatient Detoxification 

(DTOP) 

If your program has only one treatment 
modality, you need only refer to the appen
dix which most closely matches your modality/ 
envirorunent combination (although you should 
follow this discussion using the appendix A 
examples until you become fruniliar with the 
tables). If you have a multimodality pro
gram, you may compute any measure for your 
overall program, but you can use the tables 
for comparison only if you compute the 
measure separately for each of your modality/ 
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envirorunent combinations corresponding to 
the ones listed above. 

The Standard Six Tables 
in Each Appendix 
(Modality/Envirorunent) 

Each appendix, r,egardless of modality/ 
envirorunent, has six tables, all arranged 
identically regardless of the measures 
presented. Every table has in its title the 
word "Table," followed by the letter for its 
appendix which denotes treatment modality 
("A" for methadone maintenance, "B" for 
therapeutic community, etc.), followed by a 
number between one and six. The number 
denotes the table contents, identical for 
every appendix, according to the following 
listing: 

Table (Zettel') -1: Comparison Data from CODAP 
on Unen~loyment, Drug Use, 
and Alcohol Abuse at Dis
charge from (specific 
modality) Progrruns. 

Table (lettel')-2: Comparison Data from CODAP 
on Types of Discharges as 
Percentages of All Dis
charges from (specific 
modality) Progrruns. 

Table (lettel')-3: Comparison Data from CODAP 
on Unemployment, Drug Use, 
and Successful Completions 
for Discharges from 
(specific modality) Pro
grams Within 1 Month. 

Table (lettel')-4: Comparison Data from CODAP 
on Unemployment, Drug Use, 
and Successful Completions 
for Discharges from 
(specific modality) Pro
grams Wi thin 1 to 2 Months. 

\ 
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Table (lettep)-5: Comparison Data from CODAP 
on Unemployment, Drug Use, 
and Successful Completions 
for Discharges from 
(speaifia modality) Pro
grams Within 2 to 4 Months. 

Table (lettep)-6: Comparison Data from CODAP 
on Unemployment, Drug Use, 
and Successful Completions 
for Discharges from 
(speaifia modality) Pro
grams Within 4 to 6 Months. 

The (letter) and (speaifia modality) inserts 
in the titles above are written out in the 
tables, depending on the treatment modality 
involved. Figure 1 illustrates how the 
table titles numbered "1" and "3" differ 
between appendices because of differing 
t'!'eatment modalities, yet describe the same 
table contents within each set of identically 
numbered tables. 

The Standard Columns 
in Each Table 

Below each table title are three sets of 

columns. Beginning on the left, the first 
set of four columns in every table contains 
subgrouping information; the next column 
indicates the number of clinics on which 
each line's outcome measure values are 
based; the remaining columns in every table 
comprise the third set and contain the 
values computed for the eODAP outcome mea
sures in each table. 

Labels for Subgroup 
Chama tens tias 

In every table, the four leftmost columns 
are labeled "Drug Usage Pattern," "Race," 
"Age Group," and "Sex," Information below 
these four column labels serves to identify 
comparison subgroups within the types of 
treatment modality-environment discussed 
above, for all clients regardless of time in 
treatment and for four time-in-treatment 
cohorts. '[he tables in this volume provide 
for you CODAP comparison values for some of 
the most important but not all the possible 
subgroups based on categories of these four 
characteristics so that you can determine if 
subgroups in your program differ from similar 
subgroups in eODAP on the outcome measure? 

Table A·' Comparison Data from CODAP on Unemployment, Drug Use, and Alcohol 
Abuse at Discharge from Outpatient Methadone Maintenance Programs 

Page A·'.04 

Table B·l 

Table C·l 

Table D·' 

Table A·3 

Table B·3 

Table C·3 

Table 0·3 

Comparison Data from CODAP on Unemployment, Drug Use, and Alcohol 
Abuse at Discharge from Drug Free Residential (Therapeutic) Communities 

Comparison Data from CODAP on Unemployment, Drug Use, and Alcohol 
Abuse at Discharge from Outpatient Drug Free Programs 

Comparison Data from CODAP on Unemployment, Drug Use, and Alcohol 
Abuse at Discharge from Outpatient Detoxification Programs 

Comparison Data from CODAP on Unemployment, Drug Use and 
Successful Completions for Discharges from Outpatient Methadone 
Maintenance Programs Within 1 Month 

Comparison Data from CODAP on Unemployment, Drug Use, and 
Successful Completions for Discharges from Drug Free Residential 
(Therapeutic) Communities Within 1 Month 

Comparison Data from CODAP on Unemployment, Drug Use, and 
Successful Completions for Discharges from Outpatient Drug Free Programs 
Within 1 Month 

Comparison Data from CDDAP on Unemployment, Drug Use, and 
Successful Completions for Discharges from Outpatient Detoxification 
Programs Within 1 Month 

Figure 1. Actual titles of CODAP table.s iIlu~trating the numbering system for describing identical 
table contents across different treatment modality appendices. 
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Page B·1.04 

Page C·1.04 

Page D·l,04 

Page A-3.20 

Page B·3.20 

Page C·3.20 

Pagp. 0·3.20 



NUmbep of C~inia8 

The fifth column from the left in every 
table is labeled "Number of Clinics." 
Printed on each line in this c.:olumn is the 
number of clinics in the modified 1975 CESHC 
file with five or more clients who match the 
subgroup description in the columns to the 
left and whose Discharge Reports were used 
to calculate the outcome measure values in 
the columns to the right. If no number 
appears on a line, no clinic had five 
clients discharged during 1975, all of whom 
belonged to the subgroup described in the 
columns on the left; hence, no values on any 
measure to the right could be computed. 

If the "Number of Clinics" is greater than 
zero but less than 5, subgroup values on the 
outcome measures for the indicated clinics 
were computed and analyzed, only to reveal 
sets of erratic values produced by the 
arithmetic of small numbers discussed in the 
instructional volume.* To the extent that 
the OODAP tables are intended to represent 
normal performance of drug abuse treatment 
programs nationwide, summary values for the 
small subgroups in these sets of only one to 
four clinics can be misleading. As a result, 
no outcome measure values have been pr41ted 
following lines where the ''Number of Clinics" 
entry is less than five. 

Finally, if "5" or more appears in the 
"Number of Clinics" column, values are pre
sented in three columns under each measure 
label in the table. The middle value of the 
three for each measure is the midpoint, or 
"median," of all the "Number of Clinics" sub
group values calculated from the modified 
1975 CESHC file. Half the OODAP clinic sub
group values for each measure were higher and 
half were lower than this median value 
printed in the middle column under that 
measure label. The other two values for each 
measure serve to give an idea of what is the 
range of outcome measure values among the 
indicated number of CODAP clinics with the 
required number of clients in the type of 
subgroup described on the particular line. 
One-fourth of all the CODAP clinics with sub
groups matching the description for a line 
had values on each outcome measure lower than 
the value printed to the left of each mea
sure's median. Correspondingly, one-fourth 
of all the COOO clinics' subgroups had 
values that were higher than the value 
printed to the right of each outcome measure 
median. While these three values are printed 
for each measure on any line in the tables 
where the "Number of Clinics" is five or 
more, the arithmetic of small numbers applies 

'" See Manua~ fop Se~f-Eva~uation, page 55. 
6 

tmtil the entry in the "Number of Clinicsll 

column indicates that values for thirty or 
more clinics were computed. Comparisons 
beuveen your program's values and the CODAP 
figures ~rlll reflect fluctuations due to 
arithmetic more and the effectiveness of 
treatment less as the "Number of Clinics" on 
which the CODAP values are based gets small
er, particularly when the "Number of Clinics" 
is less than ten. 

Labe~8 of Outaome 
Mea8u:t'e8 

Beginning with the sixth column from the 
left in every table, labels of different 
measures are printed above their respective 
sets of three columns of values. The meas
ures for which values have been computed 
from CODAP are also arranged in the tables 
according to a standard pattern for all the 
appendices. Regardless of treatment modal
ity, any table numbered Ill" (e.g., Table A-I, 
Table B-1, etc.) contains values for measures 
labeled: 

1. Unemployed as a Percentage of All 
Discharges. 

Z. Drug Free as a Percentage of All 
Discharges. 

3. Opiate Free as a Percentage of All 
Discharges. 

4. Alcohol Abusers as a Percentage of All 
Discharges. 

In every appendix, the table numbered "Z" 
(e.g., Table C-Z) includes measures with the 
following labels: 

1. Successful Completions. 

Z. Left Program Voluntarily. 

3. All Other Terminations. 

The remaining four tables in any appendix 
contain information on four time-in-treatment 
cohorts. Because part of the usefulness of 
cohorts lies in our being able to compare 
them with each other, the tables containing 
cohort rates all have the same four measures. 
Thus, any table numbered "3," 114," "5," or 
"6" (e.g., Table A-3, or Table D-4, etc.) 
has the following measures: 

1. Unemployed as a Percentage of All 
Discharges. 

Z. Drug Free as a Percentage of All 
Discharges. 

-----,
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3. Opiate Free as a Percentage of All 
Discharges. 

4. Successful Completions as a Percentage 
of All Discharges. 

SUBGROUP BREAKOOWNS 
IN TIlE TABLES 

The four columns whose labels were listed 
above describe the subgroups for which out
come measure values are presented in the 
tables. For convenience in reading the 
tables, all the same subgroups are designa
ted using an identical arrangement in every 
table. 

The Standard Categories 
of Each Subgroup 
Characteristic 

In every table, the same categories are dis
tinguished for each subgroup characteristic. 

Intake D:r>ug Usage 
Pattern 

Treatment outcomes have been shown to be 
different for persons whose initial drug 
usage problem differs. In the tables, the 
following distinctions have been made in in
take drug usage pattern: 

1. Daily use of opiates only ellA-OP). 
2. Daily use of opiates and frequent use of 

other drugs, including alcohol (DA-OP+). 
3. Less than daily use of opiates and fre

quent use of other drugs, including 
alcohol (LOA-OP+). 

4. No use of opiates but problematic use 
of other drugs, including alcohol 
(NON-OP). 

The symbols (DA-OP, DA-OP+, etc.) in paren
theses above are used in the tables to 
specify the subgrouping by intake drug usage 
pattern. These distinctions indicate pri
marily, but not exclusively, illicit drug 
usage; however, nonopiate drug usage that is 
licit (e.g., prescription drugs) but abusive 
and problematic is also included. 

Raae 

In the tables, the following distinctions 
have been made in racial-ethnic characteris
tics: 

1. Black (B) 
2. Puerto-Rican (PR) (includes Cuban) 
3. Mexican-American eMA) 
4. White, not Hispanic (W) 
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Age Groups 

The following age groupings have been used 
in the tables: 

1. Under 18 
2. 18-21 
3. 22-25 
4. Over 25 

Sex 

Male OM) and female (F) categories are also 
inCluded in the tables. 

Subgroup Branching 
in the Tables 

As discussed in the instructional volume of 
this manual, the eighteen categories listed 
above of treatment modality/intake drug 
usage pattern/race-ethnicity/age group/and 
sex, plus additional categories for time-in
treatment cohorts, make it possible to 
construct far more subgroups than any pro
gram has clients to match or time to compute 
and compare outcome measure values. In all 
the tables in all the appendices in this 
volume, only a limited number of possible 
subgroupings are distinguished. Figure 2 
illustrates the complete set of subgroupings 
used in every table in all the appendices. 
The first set of labels of the four sub
grouping characteristics and their columns 
on the left side of figure 2 appear on the 
first page of every table in the appendices 
and the set of four headings and their 
columns on the right side of figure 2 are 
printed on the second (and last) page of 
every table in the appendices. (Numbering 
of the lines in figure 2 is included for 
this discussion only and is not printed in 
the appendix tables.) 

The reason for ordering tile subgroup charac
teristics as they are listed above is that 
ru1alysis of the drug abuse treatment outcome 
data from the Drug Abuse Reporting Program 
(DARP) and of other data reported in the drug 
abuse research literature has revealed that 
most differences on any treatment outcome 
measure between categories of the subgroup 
characteristics listed last, such as age and 
sex, can be attributed to the fact that there 
are also differences among the subgroups on 
characteristics listed previously, such as 
modality, time-in-treatment, and intake drug 
usage patt€:lnl. As a result, differences on 
outcome measures between males and females 
tend to disappear when we take into account 
the ways in which their drug usage differed 
before treatment. Similarly, differences on 



outcome measures between younger and older 
drug abusers can be substantially reduced by 
first taking into account differences in the 
treatment modalities they experienced, differ
ences in their drug usage patterns at intake, 
and certain differences in their racial and 
ethnic backgrounds. 

Notice that "FOR TOTAL PROGRAM" is printed 
on the first line under the first page set 
of labels (on the left side of figure 2). 
This caution means that no distinctions have 
been made in any of the subgroup character
is.tics labeled in the column headings. 
Recall, however, that each appendix contains 

Subgroup branching on first page of every table 

DRUG 
USAGE AGE 
PArTERN RACE GROUP SEX ------- -------

FOR TOTAL PROGRAM 

2 DA·OP 
3 DA·OP+ 
4 LDA·OPt 
5 NON·OP 

6 B 
7 PR 
8 M·A 
9 W 

10 UNDER18 
11 18·21 
12 22·25 
13 OVER 25 

14 M 
15 F 

16 DA·OP B 
':ff' PR 
18 M·A 
19 W 

20 DA·OP+ B 
21 PR 
22 M·A 
23 W 

24 LDA·OPt B 
25 PR 
26 M·A 
27 W 

values only for a single treatment modality 
so that values on the line "FOR TOTAL PROGRAM" 
have been calculated based only on clients 
in the treatment modality and environment 
program specified in the table title. 
Furthermore, all subsequent subgroupings in 
any table are made only within the treatment 
modality and environment specified in the 
table title. 

Lines 2 through 5 on the left of figure 2 
describe four intake drug usage pattern sub-. 
groups within each table'S modality-environ
ment type; no further subgrouping by race, 
age group, or sex occurs on these lines. 

Subgroup branching on second page of every table 

DRUG 
USAGE AGE 
PATTERN RACE GROUP SEX ------- -------

1 NON·OP B 
2 PR 
3 M·A 
4 W 

5 DA·OP UNDER 18 
6 18·21 
7 22·25 
8 OVER 25 

9 DA·OP+ UNDER18 
10 18·21 
11 22·25 
12 OVER 25 

13 LDA·OP+ UNDER18 
14 18·21 
15 22·25 
16 OVER 25 

17 NON·OP UNDER18 
18 18·21 
19 22·25 
20 OVER 25 

21 DA·OP M 
22 F 

23 DA·OP+ M 
24 F 

25 LDA·OP+ M 
26 F 

27 NON·OP M 
28 F 

Figure 2. Format used in all CODAP tables to identify the subgroup to which a line of outcome measure values applies. 
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Subgroups based only on four categories of 
race-ethnicity (within each table's modality
envirorunent type) are described on the left 
side lines 6-9 of figure 2; for all tables 
in appendix A, then, these four lines de
scribe the following modality/race subgroups: 
M;fjB, ~M/PR, MM/M-A, MM/W. Similarly, lines 
10-13 and lines 14 and 15 on the left side 
of figure 2 describe subgroups distinguished 
on onZy the characteristics modality/age 
group and modality/sex, respectively. 

Beginning with line 16 on the left side of 
figure 2, three levels of subgrouping are 
used. ihe first level is, of course, the 
modality-environment type specified in each 
table title. At the second level, the four 
categories of intake drug usage pattern are 
distinguished: once in lines 16-27 on the 
left side and continued in lines 1-4 on the 
right side of figure 2, once again in right 
side lines 5-20, and a third time in lines 
21-28 on the right side of figure 2. Within 
each of these three sets of four intake drug 
usage pattern categories, third level sub
groupings are constructed successively, 
based on the categories of only one of each 
of the other three subgroup characteristics. 
TI1US, the labeling for lines 16-19 on the 
left side of figure 2 describes the follow
ing subgroups: 

Line 16: 
Line 17: 
Line 18: 
Line 19: 

QModality)/DA-OP/B. 
~bdality) IDA-OP IPR. 
QModality)/DA-OP/M-A. 
QModality)/DA-OP/W. 

Similarly, lines 17-20 on the right side of 
figure 2 describe the following subgroups: 

Line 17: 
Line 18: 
Line 19: 
Line 20: 

QModality)/NON-OP/UNDER 18. 
QModality)/NON-OP/18-2l. 
(Mc;dality)/NDN-OP/22-25. 
a40dality)/NON-OP/OVER 25. 

And also on the right side of figure 2, 
lines 23-24 describe the subgroups: 

. Line 23: (M6dality)/DA-OP+/M. 
Line 24: QModality)/DA-OP+/F. 

As in these examples, the modality and 
intake drug usage pattern categories in the 
tables remain constant as distinctions are 
made in race-ethnicity, age group, or sex, 
even though the modality type is not printed 
on any line in the tables and the drug -usage 
category is printed only once for each set 
of categories of the third-level character
istic. With these two exceptions, absence 
of a printed category in the column for a 
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characteristic means that the characteristic 
is not being accounted for in the subgroup 
described on a line. TIlus, the absence of 
printed categories in the colunrrLs for race 
and age group on lines 23 and 24, right side 
of figure 2, indicates that these two charac
teristics are not distingu.ished and results 
in the subgroups based only an modality/drug 
usage pattern/sex in the la~t example above. 

Time-in-Treatment Cohorts 

Tables numbered. "3," "4," tiS," and "6" in 
all appendices add what is essentially 
another level of sub grouping , based on the 
following categories of time in treatment: 

1. Less than or equal to four weeks in 
treatment (1 MONTH). 

2. More than four weeks, less than or 
equal to eight weeks in treatment (1 TO 
2 MONTHS). 

3. More than eight weeks, less than or 
equal to 16 weeks in treatment (2 TO 
4 l>K)NTHS). 

4. More than 16 weeks, less than or equal 
to 24 weeks in treatment (4 TO 6 
~DN1HS). 

TIle same four column labels and the same 
format for identifying subgroups discussed 
above are used in the tables of CODAP values 
for time-in-treatment cohorts in all four 
appendices. As a result, the discussion 
about subgroup branching above is also 
applicable for all the time-in-treatment 
cohort tables, simply by adding the time-in
treatment distinction specified in each 
table title to the modality-enviromnent 
distinction, also specified in each table 
title. Thus, the left side lines 6-9 in 
figure 2 describe the following race
ethnicity subgroups within the time-in
treatment cohort of Table A-3: 

1. ~M/l !vDNTH/B, 
2. MM/l MONIH/PR, 
3. MM/1 MONTH/M-A, and 
4. MM/1 ~DNIH/Wj 

while the same race-ethnicity subgroups are 
distinguished on the same lines, but within 
a different modality and time-in-treatment 
cohort in table C-4: 

1. DFOP/I TO 2 lvDNIHS/B, 
2. DFOP/1 TO 2 ~NTHS/PR, 
3. DFOP/I TO 2 ~NTHS/M-A, and 
4. DFOP/l TO 2 ~NTHS/W. 

-------------------------------.---------------------------------~ 



CHAPTER III 

COMPARISON WITH CODAP VALUES 

DEFINITIONS OF THE 
MEASURES 

In the previous chapter, labels were listed 
for the measures whose values appear in the 
CODAP tables. The wording in these labels 
is designed to identify the outcome charac
teristic of interest (e.g., unemployment, 
successful completion, etc.) and the base 
number used for the percentage calculation. 
Until you become familiar with these labels, 
however, it may not be obvious to which 
measure in the instructional volume of 'this 
manual a label refers. Therefore, presented 
below are the labels used in the tables and 
their matchiHg measures from the Manual for 
Drug Abuse Treatment Program Self-Evaluation, 
along with the formula for ~achmeasure and 
definitions of the symbols. 

Discussion in the instructional manu,al about 
limitations and interpretation of the measures 
is not repeated here, and it is recommended 
that you review those 'comments before com
paring values for your program with the 
CODAP values. The numbers preceding each 
formula identifies the page in the Manual for 
Self-Evaluation where discussion of that 
measure begins. 

* All outcome measures in this volume can be 
calculated from information on any version of 
either the CODAP Client Flow Surrmary (CFS) 
form or the Client Discharge Report (DR). 
~~y definitions of symbols here are followed 
by the initials of the "Rev. 10-76" version 
CODAP form where data for the formula can be 
found, while symbols in the instructional 
manual are keyed to "Rev. 9-74" version CODAP 
forms. Values computed from data on both 
versions of CODAP forms can be compared 
directly to values of outcome measures in 
the tables based on CODAP data. 
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Unemployed as a Percentage 
of All Discharges 

Ef + E' = number of clients in treatment on 
p the taut day of the month who were 

employed full or part time at any 
time during the month. 

N' = total number of clients in treat
ment on the tast day of the month 
(CFS Item 10). 

(19) Percent Unemployed 

N' - (E' + E') 
f P x 100 

N' 

Drug Free as a Percentage 
of All Discharges 

P' = number of clients in treatment on the 
u tast day of the month who each had at 

least one positive urine during the 
month for any drug. 

NJ = total number of clients in treatment on 
the tast day of the month who each 
received urinalysis tests one or more 
times during the report month. 

(25) Percent Drug-Free 

N' - P' d u 
N' )C 100 

d 

Opiate Free as a Percentage 
of All Discharges 

0' = number of clients in treatment on the 
last day of the month who each had at 
least one positive urine during the 
month for nonprescription opiates. 



Nd = total number of clients in t:r>eatment on 
the last day of the month who each 
received urinalysis tests one or more 
times during the report month. 

(22) Percent Opiate-Free 

Nd - 0' 
-~N-;-"-- x 100 

d 

Alcohol Abusers as a Per
centage of All Discharges 

AA' = number of clients in tpeatment on the 
last day of the month who each had an 
alcohol abuse problem at any time 
during the month. 

N' = total number of clients in t2'eatment on 
the last day of the month (CFS Item 10). 

(26) Percent Abusing Alcohol 

M' 
= W- x 100 

Successful Completions 

St = number of Discharge Reports submitted at 
the end of the month for clients con
sidered to have successfully completed 
treatment (DR Item 7 codes 01. and 02). 

T' = total number of Discharge Reports sub
mitted at the end of the month (CFS Item 
8 plus CFS Item 9). 

(30) Successful Completions as a 
Percentage of All Terminations 

S' 
= _t_ x 100 T' • 

Left Program Voluntarily 

Vt = number of Discharge Reports submitted at 
the end of the month for clients classi
fied as having voluntarily left before 
completing treatment (DR Item 7 code 07) 

T' = total number of Discharge Reports sub
mitted at the end of the month (CFS Item 
8 plus CFS Item 9). 

(31) Clients Leaving Voluntarily as 
a Percentage of All Terminations 

V' 
= _t_ x 100 

T' . 
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All Other Terminations 

St = number of Discharge Reports submitted at 
the end of the month for clients con
sidered to have successfully completed 
treatment (DR Item 7 codes 01 and 02). 

Vt = number of Discharge Reports submitted at 
the end of the month for clients classi
fied as having voluntarily left before 
completing treatment (DR Item 7 code 07). 

TI = total number of Discharge Reports sub
mitted at the end of the month (CFS 
Item 8 plus CFS Item 9). 

(32) "All Other" Terminations 
as a Percentage of All 
Terminations 

T' - (S' + V') t t 
:= ---=T';:" ---=:....- x 100 . 

Effect of Different 
Percentage Bases 

~e base number for the percentage calcula~ 
t~ons of all values computed from the 
modified 1975 CESHC file and summarized in 
the tables in this volume is different from 
the base numbers defined for the formulas 
above.* The base number for the CODAP table 
values is defined as: 

T' := total number of Discharge Reports sub
mitted by a clinic for all clients 
belonging to the subgroup of interest 
and discharged during the calendar year 
1975" 

F~r comparisons between the three type-of
d~scharge outcome measures in the tables 
and your program's values computed using the 

* The base numbers for all formulas above 
e~cept those dealing with types of termina
t~on could be found on the Activity Report 
(ACR) of the 1974 version of CODAP. The fact 
that the ACR no longer exists neither alters 
the usefulness here of the formulas in the 
Manual fop Self-EValuation nor does it affect 
~e comparability of values computed from 
f~gures on the latest version CODAP forms 
with values found in the CODAP tables later 
in this supplement. If you use the worksheet 
suggested in the instructional manual, you 
can determine the base numbers for the formu
las above simply by summing the marks in 
columns whose labels correspond to the 
symbols in the formulas above. 



matching formulas above, the difference in 
base numbers should have no significant 
effect. Since the table values are based on 
an entire year's discharges, seasonal varia
tions are evened out. Values for your pro
gram subgroups, on the other hand, may vary 
more from the table values during certain 
seasons than during others if you base your 
calculations on shorter time periods, such as 
months. But such seasonal variations can be 
expected to have no net effect on comparison 
with the table values. That is, if your 
program is less effective than similar CODAP 
programs, your outcome measure values will 
generally fallon the side of the table 
values that indicates less effective perform
ance, although the size of the difference 
between the table and your values may be 
smaller during one season and larger during 
another period. 

The base number for percentage calculations 
in the tables in this volume is restricted to 
discharged clients because data on clients 
still in treatment on the last day of a month 
is nowhere available in the CODAP files in a 
form that allows subgrouping by intake drug 
usage pattern, race-ethnicity, age, sex, or 
even time in treatment. Therefore, in order 
to make your comfuted values strictly com
parable to the table values, you also must 
count in the formulas above only the clients 
discharged during a month, year, or some 
other period. But there are three compelling 
reasons for your using all clients in treat
ment on the last day of the month in your 
calculations. First, all programs partici
pating in CODAP must routinely compile month
ly reports on clients remaining in treatment 
as well as on discharged clients; a method 
like the one using worksheets suggested in 
the instructional volume makes gathering this 
information on all clients as easy and almost 
as quick as the effort needed to complete 
each month's Discharge Report forms. Second, 
many more clients usually remain in treatment 
than are discharged in a month; this larger 
number of clients available for your calcu
lations provides the opportunity to construct 
more detailed subgroupings which will be 
large enough to yield reliable results. On 
the other hand, programs with few discharges 
each month may have to wait two or three 
months just to accumulate enough records for 
discharged clients to permit calculations 
with even one or two subgroup distinctions. 
Finally, basing your calculations on clients 
still in treatment results in values that 
reflect more of a continuing status of your 
program than do the final outcome values 
based only on Discharge Reports, thus per
mitting identification of problems before 
their effects become final and improvements 
in treatment while at least some of the 
clients needing them can still benefit. 
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Comparisons between the table values and your 
program's values based on all clients still 
in treatment may be somewhat affected by the 
difference in base numbers, however, because 
clients still in treatment will not have had 
as much opportunity to benefit from treatment 
as have discharged clients whose average time 
in treatment will have been longer. For 
example, it is possible under ideal conditions 
for a program's value on the unemployment 
measure based on discharged clients to equal 
zero; \men based on clients still in treat
ment, the value on the same measure is not 
likely to equal zero because unemployed 
clients \\'ho have just recently entered treat
ment and have not had time to benefit from 
program efforts will always be counted in the 
unemployment measure formula. Generally, 
then, your outcome measure values based on 
clients still in treatment will indicate 
slightly less favorable performance than do 
the table values. Unless there is some 
systenatic bias in your admission or dis
charge policies (e.g., waiting to discharge 
clients until every treatment outcome is 
favorable), however, the difference bebveen 
your values based on all clients still in 
treatment and the table values should be 
fairly small. More importantly, that differ
ence will be constant (except for the seasonal 
variations discussed above) so that com
parison of your program's outcome measure 
trend lines with the table values will reveal 
the beneficial effects of the discharged 
CODAP clients' longer times-in-treatment and 
allow you to correct for this difference when 
evaluating your outcome measure values. 

The best picture of your program's effective
ness can be gained by basing your calculations 
on the total of all clients remaining in 
treatment at the end of the month plus all 
those discharged that month. Indeed, we en
courage you to use this base number for cal
culation of your outcome measures, in which 
case the difference between table values and 
your values due to differential times-in
treatment will be even smaller. In any case, 
you should occasionally (e.g., twice a year) 
calculate values for all the outcome measures 
only for clients discharged during the 
period; such values will be directly com
parable to the CODAP table values. 

INTERPRETING 
TABLE VALUES 

As indicated in the previous chapter, either 
no figures or a set of three values will be 
printed in the columns below a measure label 
on the lines for the different subgroup 
branchings. The absence of printed figures 
means either that there were no CODAP clinics 
with five or more discharged clients who 
match the subgroup description for that line 



or that there were too few (less than 5) 
clinics to provide reliable summary values. 

The middle figure in a set of three figures, 
printed in the "MON" coltnnn under a measure 
label, represents the midpoint of all the 
values computed for that measure, each value 
having been based on a clinic's clients be
longing to the subgroup described for that 
line. The label "MON" is used for such 
colwnns because the midpoint of a set of 
values is the "median." The median serves to 
divide a set of scores into two halves, one 
half being the lowest 50 percent of all the 
values and the other half being the highest 
50 percent of all the values. In the tables, 
then, half the CODAP clinic subgroup values 
for a measure were higher and half the CODAP 
clinic subgroup values were lower than the 
value printed in the "MON" colwnn for that 
measure. 

Directionality 

In making the comparison between figures for 
your program and the CODAP values, you must 
first examine each measure to determine 
directionality. That is, you must detennine 
for each measure separately whether being 
above or below the CODAP median value is 
"good" or "bad." For example, it is usually 
considered to your program's credit to be be
low the CODAP median unemployment rate; but 
if your program is below the median drug-free 
value based on CODAP (and "drug freeness" is 
one of your program goals), you may have a 
problem that needs to be investigated. 

Standing Relative 
to Other Programs 

If your program's values differ from the 
CODAP medians, regardless of the direction of 
the differences, the magnitude of the differ
ences then becomes an important considera
tion. Obviously,' for a measure on which the 
figures for your program indicate a better or 
worse perfOl;''.ance than the CODAP medians, the 
arithmetic (actual number) difference pro
vides an estimation of how much better or 
worse. But the arithmetic difference between 
the value for your program and the value 
based on CODAP is not adequate by itself to 
portray the importance of the difference 
between your program's performance and that 
of similar programs elsewhere. You need to 
know also how much of a difference makes a 
difference! 

One way to help you decide if the difference 
between a median value from CODAP and your 
program's value is important is to compare 
the value you compute with the individual 
values of similar programs in CODAP. With 
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the values for all other programs similar to 
yours available, you could then interpret 
your own figure and the difference between it 
and the median value more meaningfully, as 
illustrated in the following examples. 

* 

OUTOJME MEASURE 1: 
(Best score = 100) 

Program 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

Your Program 
(CODAP Median 

7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 

Value on 
measure 

o 
o 

15 
20 
30 
40 
47)* 
55 
60 
75 
90 
90 

100 

Conclusion: Your program, while 
scor1ng 7 percent below the 
median, is doing better than 42 
percent (5 of 12) of all the programs. 

OUTCOME MEASURE 2: 
(Best score = 100) 

Value on 
Program measure 

1 40 
2 43 

Your Program 43 
4 44 
5 45 
6 45 

(CODAP Median 45)* 
7 46 
8 47 
9 50 

10 53 
11 55 
12 60 

Conclusion: Even though your pro
gram's rate is higher here and 
closer to the median (2 percent 
below it), you are not doing as well 

All values in the CODAP tables are truncated 
without rounding at the decimal point (Le., 
decimals were dropped) to avoid an unwar
ranted impression of accuracy. TIle result 
is that some values in the tables may be as 
much as 0.9 percent too low. 
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as 75 percent of all the progr~ 
and there is only one program with 
a lower score. 

Comparison of these two examples shows the 
necessity of considering the magnitude of 
differences between a median and your own 
program's values. Further, these examples 
illustrate the fact that the simple arthmetic 
difference alone is insufficient because, 
although the CODAP median is expressed as a 
percentage (range 0 to 100), it actually 
summarizes a set of values that may not cover 
the entire range possible and that usually 
are not evenly spaced over the range they do 
cover. While examining the indi_vidual values 
of all other programs similar to yours would 
allow you to avoid these problems, reporting 
such values is not practical because of space 
limitations. 

'fhe tables of CODAP values included in this 
volwne do provide a substitute, however, 
which can provide a rough estimate of the 
importance of differences beb~een the median 
CODAP values and your program'~ values. On 
either side of the median value printed in 
the colwnn labeled "lvIDN" under each measure 
label appear two numbers, one to the left of 
the median in a colwnn labeled "L 25%," the 
other to the right of the median in a colwnn 
labeled "V 75%." These figures tell us that 
haZf (50 percent) of the values on each 
meaStlre computed from the CODAP data for the 
subgroup described on that line fell between 
those two printed values while half of all 
the values fell outside the range included 
between the two figures. Furthermore, half 
of the values outside the indicated range (25 
percent of all the subgroup values on each 
measure) were equal to or less than the 
number in the colwnn labeled "L 25%" and half 
were equal to or greater than the number in 
the colwnn labeled "V 75%." The entries in 
the CODAP tables for the two example outcome 
measures above would be printed in the 
following format: 

17 47 82 

OurCOME MEASURE 2 
~-~~~ -~- g-?~~ 

43 45 51 

111ese figures labeled "L 25%" and "V 75%" 
serve to set off the lowest and highest 
fourths, or quartiles, of all the values com
puted on each measure from CODAP for the sub
group described on each line. Referring 
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again to the example above where individual 
program values were listed for Outcome Mea
sure 1, we can set off the lowest scoring 
tilree programs (one-fourth of 12 programs) 
and the highest scoring three programs by 
inserting the "L 25%: and "V 75%" values from 
the table format above: 

OurCOME MEASURE 1: 
(Best Score = 100) 

Value on 
Program measure 

1 0 
2 0 
3 15 

L 25% 17 
4 20 
5 30 

Your Program 40 
(CODAP Median 47) 

7 55 
8 60 
9 75 

V 75% 82 
10 90 
11 90 
12 100 

As you can see in this example, the median 
value also falls between the sixth (Your 
Program) and seventh individual program 
values, so that it further divides the middle 
six programs into the two middle quartiles. 
Thus the median and "L 25%" and "V 75%" 
values printed in the tables divide the sets 
of CODAP values for the outcome measures into 
euqal fourths or quartiles. As a result, you 
can determine not only whether your program's 
performance is "better" or "worse" than the 
performance of similar programs elsewhere but 
also how you stand relative to three-fourths 
(75 percent) of all those other programs. 

As long as values you compute for your pro
gram fall within the "L 25%" and "V 75%" 
limits, differences between your values and 
the CODAP median values are about the same as 
those experienced by about half the CODAP 
programs. Of course, you won't mind doing 
better than the middle half of all the pro
grams, so your only real concern will be that 
your value be between the "bad" side figure 
and the CDDAP median or anywhere on the 
"good" side of the median value. 

Another helpful feature of the three quartile 
limits is to tell you something about changes 
you can expect if you try to "better" your 
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own program's performance. If your program's 
value is outside the "bad" side limit, you 
should be able to improve your program's per
formance relatively easily, perhaps by elimi
nating unneeded tasks or even simply by 
revising your goals upward, since at least 75 
percent of all CODAP programs like yours have 
done better. If your program's value on a 
measure lies within the two outside quartile 
limits, do not be surprised if your values 
fluctuate around the COnAP median over time 
regardless of any additional effort because 
of factors over which you have no control; 
however, some additional effort may help 
minimize these fluctuations and keep most of 
your future values on the "good" side of the 
national median. Finally, if you wish to 
perform consistently as well as the "best" 
quarter of all CODAP programs and your pro
gram is not already there, anticipate that an 
unusual amount of time, effort, and money may 
be required to reach that high level of 
performance, based on the observation that 75 
percent of all COnAP programs did not achieve 
it during 1975. 

Finally, you can use the median and the "L 
25%" and flU 75%" figures in the CODAP tables 
to arrive at roughly the same kinds of con
clusions we earlier gave in the lists above 
of individual program values for two example 
outcome measures: on neither measure is 
"Your Program' doing any better than half of 
all programs and the situation is worse for 
Outcome Measure 2 because ''Your Program's" 
value places it in the lowest fourth of all 
programs. In this way, you can use the CODAP 
median values and the figures for the upper 
and lower quartile limits to interpret values 
on outcome measures that you compute for your 
own program and to determine your program's 
standing relative to similar programs in the 
CODAP system. 

USEFUL ADAPTATIONS FROM 
TIlE CODAP TABLES 

In this section, we have extracted some 
values (medians onZy) from several tables in 

all the appendices which may be useful for 
practice in reading the appendix tables and 
which may prove convenient for quick refer
ence. The "L 25%" and flU 75%" quartile 
limits are not included in the tables in this 
section but may be found in the appropriate 
appendix tables. 

Table 1 medians for outpatient methadone 
maintenance programs (M4) are extracted from 
the first line on the first page of appendix 
table A-I for the first four outcome measures 
and from the first line on the first page of 
appendix table A-2 for the remaining three 
outcome measures. Medians in table 1 for the 
other modality-environments are also ex
tracted from the first lines of the first 
pages of the corresponding appendix tables: 
B-1 and B-2 eTC), C-l and C-2 (DFOP), and D-l 
and D-2 (DTOP). Similarly, information in 
tables 2, 3, 4, and 5 is extracted from 
successive lines on the first pages of the 
appropriate modality-environment appendix 
tables m.nnbered "1" and "2" (e.g., tables A-I 
and A-2). 

Table 6 has been provided to help you prac
tice reading the appendix tables when more 
than two levels of subgrouping are used. The 
medians in table 6 are extracted from lines 
16-27 on the first pages of appendix tables 
A-I and A-2 and from lines 1-4 on the second 
pages of the same appendix tables. 

If you find tables 1-6 in this section help
ful, we encourage you to extract and tabulate 
values from some or all the appendix tables 
to suit your needs. For example, repeatedly 
flipping through a lot of pages in the appen
dix tables can be avoided by extracting 
values for several of the measures and tabu
lating them by time-in-treatment when you 
wish to compare outcome measure values for 
several cohorts. Such imaginative adaptation 
of the information in the appendix tables, 
when judiciously conducted, will increase the 
benefits that can be derived from comparison 
with CODAP data in the self-evaluation pro
cess. 

Table 1. Median CODAP clinic values on seven outcome measures 
(based on discharges during 1975), by modality-environment 

Percent Percent Percent left Percent all 
Percent Percent Percent alcohol successful program other 

unemplo~ed drug-free °Eiate-free abusers completions voluntarily terminations 

MM 69 52 67 0 2 37 54 

TC 91 93 99 0 5 60 26 

DFOP 65 55 97 4 23 42 20 

DTOP 69 57 64 0 18 45 21 
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Table 2. Median CODAP clinic values on seven outcome measures (based on discharges during 1975), 
by modality·environment and intake drug usage pattern 

Percent Percent Percent left Percent all 
Percent Percent Percent alcohol successful program other 

unemployed drug·free opiate·free abusers completions voluntarily termi nations 

MMIDA·OP 69 53 63 0 3 38 54 
MM/DA·OP+ 67 55 65 0 0 40 47 
MM/LDA·OP+ 
MM/NON·OP 

TC/DA·OP 98 97 98 0 0 63 22 
TC/DA·OP+ 94 98 98 0 0 67 20 
TC/LDA·OP+ 95 94 100 0 0 60 20 
TC/NON·OP 92 94 100 0 5 63 25 

DFOP/DA·OP 66 73 81 0 21 37 23 
DFOP/DA·OP+ 70 69 80 0 10 42 28 
DFOP/LDA·OP+ 67 50 77 0 10 54 25 
DFOP/NON·OP 66 49 100 9 23 46 19 

DTOP/DA·OP 69 56 63 0 18 45 21 
DTOPIDA'()P+ 66 61 67 0 16 44 19 
DTOP/LDA·OP+ 
DTOP/NON'()P 

Table 3. Median CODAP clinic values on seven outcome measures (based on discharges during 1975), 
by modality·environment and race-ethnicity 

Percent Percent Percent left Percent all 
Percent Percent Percent alcohol successful program other 

unemployed drug-free opiate-free ~ completions voluntarilY terminations 

MM/B 71 54 64 !) 1 41 50 
MM/PR 65 89 90 0 8 41 53 
MM/M·A 74 40 45 0 0 30 60 
MM/W 65 60 69 0 5 33 55 

TC/B 95 99 99 0 0 63 23 
TC/PR 96 91 96 0 0 67 17 
TC/M·A 97 87 99 0 6 40 31 
TC/W 91 95 100 0 5 64 22 

DFOP/B 71 67 90 0 17 41 23 
DFOP/PR 78 67 96 0 11 37 32 
DFOP/M-A 79 53 93 0 23 37 25 
DFOP/W 63 53 98 6 25 44 19 

DTOP/B 69 59 71 0 20 47 17 
DTOP/PR 80 71 71 0 11 30 8 
DTOP/M·A 74 29 29 0 6 60 17 
DTOP/W 66 58 64 0 18 39 20 
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Table 4. Median CODAP clinic values on seven outcome measures (based on discharges during 1975), 
by modality·environment and age group 

Percent Percent Percent left Percent all 
Percent Percent Percent alcohol successful program other 

unemployed drug·free opiate·free ~ completions voluntarily term inations 

MM/under 18 
MM/18·21 73 58 67 0 0 50 40 
MM122·25 70 54 64 0 0 40 48 
MM/over 25 66 55 66 0 3 33 55 

TC/under 18 98 91 100 0 0 58 28 
TC/18·21 94 98 100 0 0 67 21 

TC/22·25 91 98 100 0 0 65 25 
TC/over 25 93 96 99 0 0 64 20 

DFOP/under 18 82 44 100 7 24 46 14 

DFOP/18·21 62 49 98 3 21 49 19 

DFOP/22·25 61 57 90 0 19 45 22 

DFOP/over 25 60 60 93 3 20 41 22 

DTOP/under 18 
DTOP/18·21 78 60 61 0 17 55 17 
DTOP/22·25 69 57 66 0 19 45 20 

DTOP/over 25 65 59 67 0 20 40 20 

Table 5. Median CODAP clinic values on seven outcome measures (based on discharges during 1975), 
by modality·environment and sex 

Percent Percent Percent left Percent all 

Percent Percent Percent alcohol successful program other 

unemployed drug-free opi ate· free abusers completions voluntarily terminations 

MM/M 62 53 64 0 2 36 56 

MM/F 84 59 65 0 2 35 50 

TC/M 90 93 99 0 4 61 26 

TC/F 96 99 100 0 0 63 21 

DFOP/M 61 53 97 6 21 43 22 

DFOP/F 75 56 99 2 24 47 17 

DTOP/M 63 57 66 0 15 45 20 

DTOP/F 82 59 64 0 17 48 20 
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Table 6. Median values on seven outcome measures for outpatient methadone maintenance programs in CODAP 
clinics (based on discharges during 1975), by intake drug usage pattern and race'ethnicity 

Percent Percent Percent left Percent all 
Percent Percent Percent alcohol successful program other 

unemployed drug·free opiate·free abusers comE!letions voluntarily termi nations 

MM/DA·OP/B 70 55 63 0 1 46 48 
MM/DA·OP/PR 69 56 59 0 0 44 28 
MM/DA·OP/M·A 73 40 45 0 0 30 64 
MM/DA·OP(W 64 58 68 0 6 30 56 

MM/DA·OP+/B 73 65 69 0 0 52 40 
MM/DA·OP+/PR 
MM/DA·OP+/M·A 58 17 58 0 0 29 60 
MM/DA-OP+(W 59 63 79 0 6 33 46 

MM/LDA·OP+/B 
MM/LDA·OP+/PR 
MM/LDA·OP+/M·A 
MM/LDA·OP+(W 

MM/NON·OP/B 
MM/NON·OP/PR 
MM/NON·OP/M·A 
MM/NON·OP(W 
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APPENDIX A VALUES ON SELECTED TREA'IMENT QUTCaffi MEASURES FRCM CODAP 
OOTPATIENT METIIADONE MAINTENANCE PROGRAMS 

A_1,04 

TABLE A-l COMPARISON OATA FROM C.O.D,A.P. ON UNr.MP~OYMENTf DRUG USE, AND ALCOHOL 
ABUSE AT OISCHARGE FROH OUTPATIENT ~ETHADONE MAINTE~ANCE PROGRAMS 

ALCOHO~ ABUSERS 
UNEI1Pl.OVED AS ~ DRUG NUMBER DRUG fREE A8 X Of OPU TE FREE AS % AS " OF Al.~ 

USAGE AGE OF OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGeS OF ALL DISCHARGES DISCHARGES 

pATTERN RACE GROUP SEl( CLINICS L. 25l MDN U 75X I.. 25% MON U 75% I. 25%' MDN U 75" L. 25% MDN U 75% 

........ . .. -.......... .... !IIi •••••• .,. .. - ....... ...... - . ..... ..~.,., ...... ....... .. -'." .. ....... ._.elf . .... " .. ....... 

FOR TOTAL. PROGRAM 331 58 &9 77 31 52 71 III &7 88 0 0 2 

DA .. OP 118 59 &9 7& 311 51 17 (l0 63 83 0 0 0 

OA .. OP+ 120 59 &7 79 29 55 77 40 bS 83 0 0 2 

I.DA"OP+ :5 
NON-OP 1 

8 1t12 59 71 B1 29 5t1 79 37 /i4 83 0 0 0 

PR 9 59 &5 85 24 89 90 35 90 100 0 0 0 

H-A 3& 57 711 85 20 110 b2 22 45 &9 0 0 4 

Ii 144 55 &5 7& 33 &0 78 44 &9 89 0 0 3 

~ UNDER!8 1 
\0 \&.2\ 71 &3 13 87 29 58 82 3& &7 8& 0 0 0 

22 .. 25 11J8 &1 7Q 80 27 511 79 111 &11 85 0 0 0 

OVER 25 175 55 6& 74 31 55 77 42 && 82 0 0 2 

M lBl 51 (>2 72 28 53 7& 39 &11 82 0 0 2 , 1111 7& ell 91 38 59 H tiS &5 82 0 0 0 

I)A.OP S 129 58 TO 79 31 55 79 38 b3 84 0 0 0 

PR 7 b& &9 89 11 5& 100 11 59 100 0 0 0 

M.A 32 5& 13 83 20 40 53 22 liS &7 0 0 3 

W 120 5& b4 71 3& 58 80 1111 &8 68 0 0 0 

DA.OP+ 8 80 59 n 83 28 &S 79 tl2 &9 81 0 0 0 

pR 4 
H.l b \) 56 8& 0 17 80 0 58 80 0 0 0 

W 50 (j9 S9 78 113 &3 83 5& 79 94 0 0 0 

LOA.OP+ Ii 
P~ 
!'I-A 
W 



COMPARISON DATA FROM C.O.D.A,P, ON UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, AND ALCOHOL hl.0S TABL.E A·l 
ABUSE A'r DISCHARGE FROM OUTPATIENT METHADONE MAINTENANCE PROGRAMS 

AL.COHO~ ABUSERS DRUG NUI"IBER UNEMPLOVED AS 1( DRUG FREE AS X OF OPIATE FREE AS X AS X D AL.L. USAGE AGE OF OF AL.L. DISCHARGES AL.L. DISCHARGES OF AL.L DISCHARGES DISCHARGES PATTERN RACE GROUP SEX CL.INICS L 25X MDN U 15X l. 25~ MDN U 75:( L. 25% MON U 75~ L. 25X MDN U 75,; •• e[I' •••• ce ••• .... " ... .... .......... ..... ~ ··~_w .~-•• ~.... ~ ••• _ .w __ • 
.---~ -........• ".... . .. ~- ", ... ~ 

NON-OP B 
PR 
M-A 
\II 

OA·OP UNDER18 1 
18 .. 21 57 . 07 79 88 29 58 81 33 60 80 0 0 0 22 .. 25 129 61 71 80 30 56 80 40 04 86 0 0 0 OVER 25 1SS 57 &5 74 32 56 7B 40 &7 82 0 0 0 

OA.OP+ UNDER18 
18 .. 2t 26 50 75 89 50 73 86 03 77 96 0 0 0 I\) 22.25 ~3 58 70 77 33 02 88 50 71 91 0 0 0 0 OVER 25 8a 50 b3 79 29 57 75 "7 &~ 89 0 0 0 

L.DA.OP+ UNDER18 
18.21 
22.2S 
OVER 25 

NON-OP UNDER18 
18.21 
22 .. 25 
OVER 25 

DA.OP M 11,3 50 01 70 33 S5 78 40 65 84 0 0 0 F 1 j! 1 77 8a 92 38 bO 80 44 &5 87 0 0 0 
DA.OP+ M 1 () 1 48 63 73 31 60 78 44 71 87 0 0 0 F 118 74 83 95 3b 5b 8b 48 71 88 0 0 0 
L.DA.OP+ M 

F 

NON-OP M 
F 

,. . ___ .;;;.;;;;.... __ -=-..:..... ___ --=-_____ ~=_ ___ .~."..~._~ _ _"'---____ .;::r--' 
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~ .• 2.0b 

TABLE A-2 cnMPARISON nATA FRO~ C.nIDIA,P. ON TypEs of DISCHARGES AS % OF AI-I. 
DISCHARGES FROM OUTPATIENT METHADONE MAINTENANCE PROGRAMS 

DRUG NUMBER SUCCESSFUL LEFT PROGRAM ALl. OTHER 

USAGE AGE OF COMPI.ETIONS vOI,.UNTARIl.Y TERMINATIONS 

pATTERN RACE GROUp sEX Cl.INICS I. 25~ /01 ON U 75X L 25" HDN U 75" L 25" MDN U 75" 
•... w_. ..... .. ,. ... -.. . _ .. ._ .... -. "' ..... -- ..~- .... _.-... . ....... .-.. -. • .... COj . ..... .. ..... .. ...... 

FOR TOTAl. PROGRAM 3~1 0 2 11 22 31 5& 30 54 70 

DbOP 178 0 3 11 22 l8 55 3lI 511 69 
OA.OP. 120 0 0 10 20 110 59 13 117 71 
LDA.ap+ 3 
NON.OP 1 

8 142 0 1 11 25 41 61 31 SO b5 

PR 9 0 8 20 33 41 62 111 53 56 

M.A 36 0 0 6 19 30 43 46 60 75 

W 11.111 0 5 10 19 31 511 38 55 73 

[\) UNDERl8 1 
~ 18 .. 21 77 0 0 13 29 50 67 21 110 60 

22-25 11.18 0 0 11 22 1.10 60 31 48 67 

OVER 25 115 0 '3 12 22 33 57 3& 55 71 

'" 181 0 2 10 25 3Et 57 3& Sf) 69 

F 1311 0 2 13 20 35 59 32 50 73 

DA.-OP B 129 0 1 12 25 116 b2 27 118 63 

PR 7 0 0 8 23 41/ &7 0 28 38 

H.A 32 0 0 b 21 30 110 50 611 711 

W 120 0 & 17 19 30 50 3& 56 75 

OA-('lP+ 8 80 0 0 9 29 52 &11 24 40 57 

PFI 1/ 
K-A 0 0 0 0 0 29 67 13 &0 11 

W 50 0 6 1b 19 33 58 29 4b 67 

LOA.OPt a 
PFI 
M.A 
W 



TABLE A-2 COMPARISON DATA FRO~ C,O.D.A.P. ON TYPES OF DISCHARGES AS X OF ALL 
A .. 2.07 

DISCHARGES FRDM OUTPATIENT ~ETHADONE MAINTENANCE PROGRAMS 

ORUG NUMBER SUCCESSFUL LEFT PROGRAM ALL OTHER USAGE AGE OF CnMPLETIO~S VOLUNTARILV TERMINATIONS PATTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLINICS L 25¥ MON U 75% L 25X HON U 75X L. 25% MON U 75X .......... . .... _ID .. _.D .. ..... .......... ...... . ..... . ~--. ---~ .. . -.-.. -.-- •... __ .w.~ .•.•• 
NON-OP B 

PR 
I1·A 
W 1 

DA-OP UNOER18 1 
18.21 57 0 0 til 25 50 75 21 36 63 22·25 129 0 0 14 19 42 58 29 119 67 OVER 25 158 0 3 11 23 38 56 31 51 h9 

DA-OP+ UNDER18 
18-21 2& 0 0 13 20 63 78 13 22 55 

I\) 22-25 63 0 0 10 32 117 67 16 111 60 I\) OVER 25 88 0 0 111 17 113 60 27 116 69 

LDA-OPt UNDER18 
18-21 
22·25 
OVER 25 

NON-OP UNDER18 
18.21 
22·25 
OVER 25 

OA-OP M 1&3 0 2 11 27 37 59 311 53 68 
F 121 0 1 15 20 36 00 29 117 67 

OhOP+ M 101 0 II 13 21 113 62 29 114 69 
F 118 0 0 13 29 48 67 19 40 67 

LOA-OP+ ~ 1 
F 

NON-OP ,.. 
F 

- :::r--______ _ 
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... .s.08 
CO~pARIsnN DATA FROM C.O.D,A.P. ON UNEHPLOY~ENT, TABLE A .. 3 DRUG USE, AND SUCCESsFUL COMPLETIONS 
FOR DISCHARGES fROM OUTPATIENT METHADONE MAINTENANCE PROGRAMS WITHIN 1 MONTH 

SUCCESSfUL COM. 
DRUG ~JU"'BER U~IEMPLOYED AS ~ ORUG FREE AS % OF OPIA TE FREE AS ~ PLETIONS AS ~ OF 
USAGE AGE OF' OF ALL DISCHARGES Al.L DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES 
PATTERN RACE' GROUp SEX CLINICS L 25% MDN U 75% L 25,,;· MON lJ 75% l. 2~% MDN U 75% L. 25~ MON U 75% 
... _- ... . -.- . -.- .... ... ........ -.-l1li- ... -.- ..... III! .-- ..... .... -. .---. -..... _.-.. ._-.- .. --... -.... -. . ........ 

FOR TOTAl. PROGRA"l 66 65 74 82 33 58 82 36 bO 90 0 0 0 

DA .. OP /J7 62 7/J 88 29 58 80 36 62 86 0 0 0 

DA .. OPt 25 bll 711 87 33 bO 91 1111 80 98 0 0 0 
l.OA-OPt 
NON-OP 

a 113 62 75 86 2t1 &0 85 33 bb 92 0 0 0 

PR 1 
M-A 1 

I\) h 22 51 67 80 25 &7 60 36 60 96 0 0 0 

w 
UNOER16 
18.21 6 57 60 75 0 52 100 0 95 100 0 0 20 

22 .. 25 29 &3 75 63 n 50 69 13 50 96 0 0 0 

ovfR 25 41 56 71 ~2 29 63 82 33 &7 e9 0 0 0 

M 54 60 68 17 30 57 81 33 67 92 0 0 0 

F 22 78 B& S9 20 50 85 38 b7 98 0 0 0 

DhOP Ii 51 60 71 Sb 16 50 82 18 60 90 0 0 0 

PR 3 
M.A tI 
W 27 60 n 83 17 IIti 77 20 S6 91 0 0 0 

DA .. r:JP+ 8 21 &3 78 68 2t1 03 89 140 &7 90 0 0 0 

pR 1 
H.A 
W 7 20 till &0 0 20 78 0 20 97 0 0 3 

l.OA.OPt B 
PR 
M-A 
i'I 



COMPARlsnN DATA FROM C.O.D.A.P. ON UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, A.3.09 TABLE 4-3 
AND SUCCESSFUL CUMPLETIONS FOR DISCHARGES FROM nUTPATIENT METHADUNE MAINTENANCE PROGRAMS ~ITHIN 1 MONTH 

SUCCESSFUL COM-DRUG NUMBER UNEMPLOYED AS X DRUG FREE AS ~ OF OP lA TE FREE AS X PLETIONS AS X [If' USAGE AGE IJF OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL OISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES PATT~RN RACE GROUp SEX CLINICS L 25% MDN U 75% t 25X HON U 7SX I. 25X ~IDN U 75% I. 2~X ,'ION U 7SX _.- ..... . ... . -....... .... ....... -.. 
- •• q- •• ~- .. -.--~ ...... -.-. --.-. -._-- .. _-- .-.. - ___ ft_ ••••• • •••• 

NON-OP B 
PR 
H-A 
W 

DA_O? IlNOE::R18 
18-2t 4 
22-25 29 60 67 80 17 50 77 17 56 88 0 0 0 OVER 2'5 5~ 62 75 88 22 43 7b 29 bO 83 0 0 0 DA.OP", UNOER18 

I\) 18-2t 3 ~ 22-25 ! 1 SO 6l 83 0 86 100 83 97 100 0 0 0 OVER 25 15 III 62 77 20 50 8b 20 8b 92 0 0 0 J.OA .. OPt IINDERIS 
18-21 
22-25 
nVER 25 

NON-OP UNDER18 
18.21 
22-25 
OVER 25 

DA"OP M 68 57 68 81 tq 44 80 20 SC 88 0 0 0 F 24 73 81 90 25 So 80 25 bO 81 0 0 0 
DA"OPt M 27 50 b3 AO 33 b1 88 110 80 99 0 0 0 F 5 bb 82 8b 0 34 100 0 97 100 0 3 III I.DA.OP+ M 

F 

NON-OP "i 
F 

.. '- ~~---.~ 



A .. 4 10 

TABLE A-4 CO~PARISnN DATA FROM C.O.D,A,p. nN UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, ANO SUCCESSFUL COMPLHIONS • 
FOR DISCHARGES fROM OUTPATtENT METHADONE MAINTENANCE PROGRAMS WITHIN 1 TO 2 MONTHS 

DRUr. NIJM8~R UNEMPLOYED AS % ORUG FREE AS X OF 
SUCCESSFUL COM .. 

OPU TI': FREE AS X PLETIONS AS X 01" 

USAGE AGE OF OF ALL DIsCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES 

PATTERN RACE GRnUP SEX' CLINICS L 251' "ION U 75" L 2SX MDN U 75" L 25" ~\DN U 75% I. 25X "ION U 75" 

........ ---- .-.-.". ..... ..... -.-. ...... ~ ...... . ...... .-- ... - -~--. 
..-._ . .. ...... .. ..... ...... --_ ... .. ... IIt_ ,.,,-"' .. 

FOR TOTAL PROGRAM 81:) 60 7S 82 Z2 5& 8& 33 &1 88 0 0 7 

DhOP 70 60 77 85 27 58 83 38 &2 89 0 0 7 

OA"QP+ 27 65 71 65 35 75 91 36 61 98 0 0 6 

I.DA.OP+ 
1<ll)N"OP 

8 bZ 59 7S 83 l8 59 Sb 40 b3 9" 0 0 1.1 

PR 2 
"I-A 3 
\II 23 SO 67 60 22 57 63 29 &3 9& 0 0 7 

f\) 

\Jl UNnER18 
18.21 11 &7 75 8& 17 71 83 17 73 83 0 0 0 

22 .. 2Lj 40 57 75 8& 30 67 83 30 71 9S 0 0 8 

OVER 25 53 57 74 83 23 &0 B& 33 70 88 0 0 7 

M 73 50 70 80 30 5& 88 38 63 95 0 0 1.1 

F 20 RO 87 100 33 &2 63 40 &7 83 0 0 8 

DA",OP B &0 &0 71 80 20 ~7 83 38 &2 88 0 0 5 

PR 3 
!'I-A 5 bB 80 90 0 0 33 0 0 33 0 0 0 

\II 19 57 72 80 3 31 80 3 40 80 0 0 0 

OhOP+ B ?,5 63 79 90 35 78 91 3S 83 91 0 0 0 

PR 1 
M-A 
\~ 7 30 &7 75 0 33 57 0 50 83 0 0 0 

.LOA.OP+ Ii 
PR 
H-A 
\II 

___________________________________ J 



COMPARtSnN DATA FROM C.O.O.A.P. ON UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, A-4.11 TA.BLE A-4 AND SUCCESSFUL COMPLETIONS 
FOR DISCHARGES FROM OUTPATIENT METHADONE MAINTENANCE PROGRAMS WITHIN 1 TO 2 IoIONTHS 

NUIojBER UNEMPLOYED AS X DRUG FREE AS X OF SUCCEssFUl. COM. DRUG 
OPIATE FREE AS X PLETIUNS AS X OF USAGE AGE OF OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES OF AI.L DISCHARGES Al.L DISCHARGES PATTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLrNICS L 25¥ MON U 75~ I. 25X MON U 75¥ L 251' MON U 75X L 25" MON U 75:,( ........ ..... ... If._. . ... --.... -.. .... ~ .. -.~ ...... . •••• w_._ . . ~._. w_. __ .. _._ ._._. 

.--.~ ._ ... . ~ .... 
NON-OP B 

PR 
M-A 
\oj 

DhOP UNDER18 
IS-21 13 67 71 81 0 17 137 0 17 b7 0 0 0 22.25 33 bO b1 80 22 56 83 28 56 83 0 0 7 OVER 25 50 56 74 60 20 H 11 25 50 80 0 0 0 

oA..OP. lJNDi:':R18 
I\) 18.2t 4 
0\ 22-25 12 51 82 68 38 11 86 38 85 93 0 0 0 OVER 25 17 III 60 89 20 So 86 20 86 100 0 0 0 

LDA.OP+ UNDER1A 
18.21 
22-25 
ewER 25 

NON-OP lJNDER18 
18.2t 
22.25 
OVER 25 

DA-OF M 75 58 71 80 17 ilO 83 213 50 88 0 0 0 F 2i1 117 8/) 94 i!2 67 83 29 67 83 0 0 0 
ohOP,. M 31 56 63 83 29 6T 89 29 81) 98 0 0 0 F /) 75 83 100 0 33 43 0 41 bO C) 0 0 
1.0A.OP+ M 

F 

NON-OP M 
F 



A .. 5. t 2 
COMPARISnN DATA FRO~ CIO.DIAIP. ON UN~HPLOVHENT, DRUG TARLE A"5 USE, AND SUCCES~,FU1. COMPl.E Tl ONS 
FOR DISCHARGES FROM OUTPATIENJ METHADONE MAINTENANCE PROGRAMS WITHIN 2 TJ /I MONTHS 

SUCCESSFUL:. C(lM .. 
UNE~tPLOYEO AS X DRUG NUMBER oRUG FREE AS X OF OPIATE FREE AS X PLEllONS AS " Of 

USAGE AGF. OF OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES 
PA TTERN RACE GROUP SEl( CLINICS L 25" HON U 75" L 25" MON U 75" L 25X /'ION U 75" L 2S" MDN U 75" 
......... .... - . ., ........ ...... -.~~- .... .. " ...... --~ .... ... -- .. .llIJ_ .... ._.-. -.---- "' .... - ----' .. . ...... • ... tII • 

FOR TOTAL PROGRAM lOU 61 72 63 27 56 79 37 &0 82 0 0 7 

DA"OP 19 &3 71 80 27 51.1 80 35 57 8& 0 0 b 

DhOP+ 28 60 75 81 5S 1\ 90 bO 80 92 0 0 15 
LOA .. OP. 
""ON·OP 

a 67 63 17 85 29 5b 8t 38 bl 89 0 0 11 
PR 2 
M·A 5 71 8b 8a 0 18 29 0 29 50 (l 0 0 

\II 10 tl3 H 83 25 &0 83 ~<? b7 e,3 0 0 11 

I\) 
~ UNOER18 

18,,21 9 67 8b 89 0 50 82 0 5b 82 0 0 0 
22.25 III bl! 73 80 29 60 91 33 b7 91 0 0 14 

OYER 25 b7 b3 70 80 27 50 18 34 bO 88 0 (\ 7 

M 81 50 67 7S 23 51) 70 31 57 83 0 0 b 

F 41 71 91 100 3b 60 88 40 71 89 0 0 (l 

DA.OP 6 b6 63 73 82 30 56 82 33 b2 92 0 0 6 
PR a 
"'lOA 12 ('7 79 86 0 29 50 0 33 bO 0 0 0 

i'l 24 59 69 80 13 40 80 14 110 83 0 0 0 

DA.OP+ fI 22 bO 7& 80 40 67 85 40 19 87 0 0 8 
PR 1 
~I·A 2 
I'i 9 33 88 91 b1 73 100 73 100 100 0 0 13 

LDA.OP+ 8 
PI? 
M-A 
\1/ 



CO'1PARISDN DATA FROM C.n:O.4.p. ON UNf::t-4f'LOYMENT, DRUG lIS~:, AND SUCCESSFUL A.S.13 HBlE 4-5 COI1PLETlONS 
FOR DISCHARGES FROM OUTPATIENT METHADUN~ MAINTENANCE PROGRAMS WITHIN 2 T:1 4 MONTI'IS 

SUCCESSFUL. COM. DRUG NUIoIBER U"IEMPI.OYEn AS :( DRUG FREE AS I OF OPIATE fREE AS :( PLETIONS AS :( OF USAGE AGE OF OF AL.L DISCHARGES AL.L DISCHARGES OF AL.L DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES PATTERN RACE" GRrlUP SEX CLINTCS L. 25:-; HON U 7'5~ L 25X HDN U ;'SX L. 2S:( "'D~I U 75X I. 25X "ION U 75X ---_._. ••• IiI __ ~ . -.. ........ .. ~-. ..-.- -.--~ .~-... .-. __ ._.ow ~--.- .. ~.- .. _.- _ .. -.. ---- ..... 
NON-OP B 

PR 
H-A 
\oj 

OA .. OP UNDER18 
18.21 7 0 67 80 0 0 59 0 0 S9 0 0 0 22.25 3& 59 70 75 19 50 92 20 &0 92 0 0 0 OvER 25 75 57 70 80 23 43 7& 28 50 93 0 0 & 

DA.OP+ IJNDER18 
I\) 18.21 4 
CO 22·25 8 &7 78 83 58 &0 83 60 83 100 0 0 0 OVER 25 17 57 &7 81 20 75 83 50 83 94 0 0 0 

LDA.OP+ UNDER18 
18.21 
22.25 
OVER 25 

NON·OP UlljDER18 
18.21 
22·25 
OVER 25 

DA·OP "1 92 53 &5 78 23 50 75 30 50 80 0 0 & F 37 80 92 100 33 5& 93 38 &0 93 0 0 0 

OA.rlP+ M 33 58 71 80 20 &3 92 50 7b 95 0 0 10 
F 7 33 86 100 10 43 &7 10 b7 80 0 0 0 

L.DA.OP+ " F 

NON-OP f.1 
F 

-



11. .. & 111 

TABLE 11. .. & C04PARISnN DATA FRn~ C,n:D,A,p. nN UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, AND SUCCESSFU~ COMolETIONS • 
FOR OISCHARGf. S FROM aUTPATJE~T M~THADONE MAINTE~ANCE PROGRAMS WITHIN 4 TO & MONT~S 

SUCCESSFUL. COM. 
DRUG U"IEMPLOYEO AS % NUMBER DRUG FREE AS X OF OPIATE FREE AS X p~ETImIS AS X Of 

USAGI:. AGE Of OF ALL DISCHARGFS A~L OISCHARGES OF ~L~ DISCHARGES A~L DISCHARGES 

pA TTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLINICS ~ 25X MON U 75X L 25X HDN U 7~X ~ 25~ MDtJ U 75~ L 25X MOM II 75X 

. --- .... • __ If . ~-.-". .... .......... ••... • IWIIII!.'" ....... . ...... .---- .-.-- ... -....... ~ ---.- . -.... ........ ........ 

FOR TOTAL PRDGRAr,! ln1 56 n /:13 32 S'3 73 110 58 8& 0 0 in 

DAOIOP 7& 59 7S fl6 30 50 60 33 50 8& 0 0 11 

o .... oP+ 21 o.tl 71 82 30 57 82 117 80 9t 0 0 7 
LOA.OP+ 
"ION .. OP 

Ii '58 54 69 62 13 56 79 40 bO 91 0 0 11 
PR 1 
M·A 7 11 80 100 0 17 20 0 20 110 0 0 0 

W 29 55 80 8& 29 00 8& 33 67 qZ 0 0 111 
J\) 

\0 UNnt::R16 
18 .. 2t /I 
22-25 ~3 60 71 62 25 !H 67 30 41 67 0 0 111 

OVER 25 bb SO 07 82 27 50 83 33 &0 95 I) 0 11 

"" 
74 50 b3 60 as III 75 35 53 8b 0 0 7 

F 2& 75 83 91 20 !:io 88 33 57 88 0 0 0 

Ot;",OP a 53 &0 72 81" 22 48 60 27 118 83 0 0 11 
, 

p~ 1 
M-A 11 bO 17 83 0 20 &7 0 110 ao 0 0 5 
vj 21 lI4 1,,5 80S 20 40 80 29 &0 92 0 0 17 

OA.OP+ tj 111 1111 80 8& 30 57 8& 38 &0 86 0 0 7 
PR 1 
M-A 2 
W 5 1,,0 &7 83 80 83 83 80 83 100 0 0 0 

LOA.OP+ t3 
PR 
:-I-A 
W 

- - ----------- -------



COMPARtSON DATA FROM C.O:O.A.P. nN UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, A.b.15 TABLE A·b AND SUCCE.SSFlIL COMPLETIONS 
FOR DISCHARGES fROM OUTPATIENT METHADUNE M4INTENANCE PROGRAMS WITHIN q TJ & "IONTHS 

UNEMPLOYED AS X DRUG FREE AS ~ OF SUCCESSFUL COM. I>RUG NUMBER OPIA TE FREE AS X PLETIUNS AS X OF USAGE AGE of OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL 1)1SCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES PATTERN RACE GROUP SEl( CLtNICS L 2SX MD~J U 75X L 25:( MDN IJ 75X L 25X HDN U 75:( L 2~X HDN U 75" . -- .... - ...... . _.-.-. .... .~.~"' ... _._-- ._-.- ---.. . ...... -.-- • __ •• ••• _~ m ___ • . ..... -.-.. .-.-. 
NnN-OP B 

PR 
H"A 
W 

DA .. np UNDER18 
18 .. 21 4 
22-25 ?4 50 73 83 20 33 71 22 33 71 0 0 0 OVER 25 57 50 63 83 25 43 80 27 q8 88 0 0 8 

w Dhnp+ IINDER18 
0 18 .. 21 

22·25 7 20 40 80 0 40 &0 0 40 &0 0 0 0 OVER 25 14 1I0 b7 80 20 60 91 22 89 91 0 0 0 
LDA-OPt UNnER18 

18.21 
22 .. 25 
nVER 25 

NnN-OP IJNnER18 
18 .. 21 
22 .. 25 
OVER 25 

DA-OP M 70 47 63 80 211 40 75 27 q3 83 0 0 In F 20 75 83 91 29 5S 89 40 60 89 0 0 0 

DhOP+ M 20 qO 64 78 33 bO 88 50 8b 89 0 0 0 F q 

LDA-llPt M 

F 

NnN-UP H 
F 

____________________ ~>_ __ ·~ ________ .h~· __ ~~ 



APPENDIX B: VALUES ON SELECTED TREA'IMENT OOTCOME MEASURES FROM CODAP 
DRUG-FREE RESIDENTIAL (TIIERAPEUTIC) CCM.1UNITIES 

TABLE B"1 CQMPAQISON DATA FR~M C.n.O~A.P. ON UNfMPLDYMENT, DRUG US~, AND ALCOHOL 
a-l.OIl 

ABUSE AT nlscHARGE FROM DRUG FREE RESID£~TIALCTHERAPEUTIC) COMMUNITI~S 

DRUG MU",SER UNE",PLOYED AS ~ DRUG FREE AS ~ OF apIA TE FREE AS ~ 
ALCOHOL ABUSERS 
AS X OF ALL 

USAGE AGE OF OF ALL DIsCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES OF AI.I. DISCHARGES DIsCHARGES 
PATTERN RACE GRnLJP SEX CLINICS L 25:1: MDN U 75~ L 25" MDN U 75¥ L. 25~ foIDN U 75¥ L 25% MDN U 75% .... --..... . _.- _a ....... .. - .... l1li ..... ........ ._-.- .. -.... ........ .-.-. -IIII!--" ..... -- ..... 111 --._ . . -.... .".,.. ... 

FOR TOTAL PROGRAM 2Q2 83 CH qq 75 93 99 9b 99 100 0 0 1 

OA.ap 73 83 98 q9 60 97 96 94 96 100 0 a 0 
OA-OP+ 1! 2 83 9q 98 8t1 9a 100 92 98 100 0 0 0 
LOA-OP+ &0 80 95 100 65 911 100 97 1110 100 0 0 0 
NON"OP 209 all 92 q8 73 911 99 99 100 100 0 0 II 

B 115 83 95 96 81 qq 100 97 99 100 0 0 0 
pR 18 83 9& 100 &0 9t 96 83 9& 100 0 0 a 
M-A 21 83 97 100 5& 81 99 78 99 100 0 0 5 

w 0'/ 225 811 91 99 77 95 99 99 100 100 0 0 :5 
I-' 

UNDER18 83 90 98 100 b7 91 95 98 100 100 a 0 s 
16-21 153 82 94 96 78 98 100 9& 100 100 0 0 0 
22.25 135 80 91 97 8& 98 100 99 100 100 a a a 
OVER 25 128 80 93 97 81 9& 99 q5 99 100 0 0 0 

M 25& 81 90 99 1t 93 99 q7 99 100 a 0 3 
F 170 85 9& 98 H 99 100 99 100 100 0 0 0 

OA.OP 13 3& 83 97 99 79 98 100 9" 96 100 0 0 a 
pR 5 AO 100 100 bO 60 100 80 100 100 a 0 0 
tl-A 8 83 91 100 55 8] 911 82 93 98 0 0 0 
W 211 83 89 90 sa 95 100 97 100 100 0 0 0 

OA_OP+ B 52 85 911 98 88 98 100 911 98 100 0 0 0 
PQ 8 90 100 100 63 93 100 83 90 100 0 0 0 
M-A 8 80 100 lOO 5b 8& 91 78 91 100 n 0 0 
W 15& 78 93 1)5 8.3 97 100 9b 97 100 0 a a 

LOA-OPt t3 tS 71 89 9~ 8b 911 100 9" 100 100 0 0 0 
PQ a M-,. a 
w 31 80 1)11 100 78 88 89 89 100 100 0 0 0 



TABLE B-t COMPARISON DATA FROM C.nIDIA,P I ON UN~MPLOY~ENT, DRUG USE, AND Al.COHOL. 
B .. l.0s 

ABUSE AT OISCHARGE FROM DRUG FREE REstDENT1Al.CTHERAPEUTIC) COMMUNITIE.S 

NUMBER UNEMPl.OYED AS % DRUG FREE AS % OF ALCOHOL ABUSERS DRUG OPIATE fREE AS " AS " OF AI.'.. USAGE AGE nF OF Al.l. DISCHARGES Al.L DISCHARGES OF A!.l. DISCHARGES DISCHARGES PATTE~N RACE GROUP SEX CLINICS l. 25" MDN U 75% L 25" MON U 75% I. 25%, liON U 75" l. 25% MDN lJ 7~" _._.-.. ...... ........... .... --.. ,..-. ........... ....... ... ., ... ." .... .... -. .-.-. .0 ...... ....... ........ _ .... . ...... 
NON-OP B 30 78 9b 97 07 99 100 811 100 100 0 0 111 PR 7 10 92 100 15 92 100 0 0 100 0 0 0 M-A 5 83 100 100 a 20 87 0 100 100 0 13 20 w 176 82 91 98 75 95 99 98 100 100 0 0 5 
DA .. OP UNDER18 

18-21 12 911 100 100 78 97 100 83 100 100 0 a 0 22.25 34 88 94 100 80 98 too 80 99 100 0 0 0 OVER 25 30 82 97 100 75 93 97 92 97 100 a 0 0 

W DA .. OP+ UNDER18 1 
I\) 18-21 28 82 90 100 81 9ij 100 90 100 100 0 a 0 22-25 48 80 96 100 90 98 100 9b 100 100 0 0 0 OVER 25 57 83 94 90 80 9b 100 90 911 100 0 0 0 

L.DA.OPt UNDER18 2 
18 .. 21 7 0 0 100 83 100 100 a 0 100 0 0 0 22.25 II 86 100 100 33 90 100 0 100 100 0 0 0 OvER 25 12 83 92 911 80 90 9ij 9S 100 100 0 0 a 

NnN.np UNDER18 79 90 98 100 &7 93 95 98 100 100 a 0 5 18 .. 21 911 80 91 98 77 97 100 93 100 100 a 0 a 22.25 liS 80 92 100 80 98 100 914 100 100 0 0 2 OvER 25 113 75 88 94 07 9ij 99 90 100 100 0 a 1 1 
DA .. OP /01 57 80 97 98 77 9& 97 92 98 100 0 0 0 F 21 8b 94 100 05 97 100 98 100 100 a 0 0 
DA .. np+ 

'" 1111 85 95 97 83 98 100 91 96 100 a 0 0 F 38 83 91 92 80 93 100 93 100 100 a a a 
l.OA.OP+ '" 113 80 914 100 80 92 100 92 97 100 0 0 0 F b 80 83 100 83 80 100 0 100 100 a 0 0 
NON .. OP M 1&9 83 92 97 71 93 98 98 100 100 a 0 b F 97 83 914 97 73 99 Ion 90 100 100 0 0 0 



B .. 2.0b 
TABLE B .. 2 COMPARISON nATA FROM C.O.O.A,P, ON TypEs of DISCHARGES AS X OF ALL 

DISCHARGES FRnM DRUG FRF~ RESIDENTIAL(THERAPEUTIC) CO~MUNITIES 

DIlUG UUMBER SUCCESSFUL LEfT PROGRAM ALL OTHER 
USAGE AGE OF C OMPl. E Tt ONS VOLUNTARILY TER"'I~ATlnNS 

pA TTERN R4CE GRnUp SEX CLINICS L 25% MON U 75X L 25% HON IJ 7SX L. 25X MON U 75% 

----... ... - • _ .... GI. . .. ........ ....... . ....... . .... .. ... w • ....... . ......... . .... . ...... ."._. 

FOR TOTAL PROGRA~1 292 ° 5 14 :B &0 17 n .;!b tiS 

OA-OP 73 ° 0 17 35 &3 78 12 22 43 
DA.O? 1 12 0 0 14 40 &7 83 8 20 40 
LOA.OP+ bO 0 0 18 32 60 80 0 20 44 
NON.OP 209 0 5 17 37 &3 79 10 25 1I2 

I:l 115 0 0 13 38 &3 80 13 21 48 
PR 18 0 0 31 2t &7 80 0 17 33 
M-A i?1 0 & 2\'1 22 40 70 17 31 71 

w 225 0 5 1& 'i0 oll 80 10 22 41 

w UNDER18 83 0 0 17 29 58 80 9 29 50 

w lS-2t 153 0 0 15 45 07 81 10 21 41 
22-25 135 0 0 1& 40 05 82 11 25 40 
OvER 25 128 0 0 14 39 &4 8() 8 20 43 

M 25& 0 4 15 33 01 79 12 2& 40 

F 170 0 0 19 38 03 80 11 21 tl3 

OA .. np a 1& 0 0 17 55 &3 81 7 18 33 
PR 5 0 0 0 25 5& 80 0 114 50 

M-A 8 0 3 28 20 42 03 25 28 38 
w 211 0 0 20 QO &0 7Q J~ s.~ 27 35 

DA.DP+ B S2 0 0 15 44 11 90 0 lS 33 

PR 8 0 0 0 7 011 80 0 20 30 

H-A 8 0 7 17 40 04 79 0 14 29 

W S& 0 0 17 48 &5 84 0 19 40 

LOA-OPt ti is 0 0 19 30 56 80 0 8 44 
PR 2 
11 .. A 2 
w 31 0 0 20 29 &0 80 0 17 29 



TABLE a-2 C~MPARISON DATA FR~M C.n.D,A,p. ON TYPES nF DISCHARGES AS X OF ALL 
B.2;07 

DISCHARGES FHnM DRUG FREE RESIDFNTIALCTHERAPEUTIC) COMMUNITIES 

DRUG NUIABER SUCCESSFUL LEFT PROGRAM ALI. OTHER 
USAGE AGE OF COMPLETIO~IS VOlUNURILY TERMINATIONS 
PATTERN RACE GROUP Sf-X CLJNICS L 25" MD~1 U 75" l. 25%; MON U 75" I. 25" "'ON U 75X ... ---_. ••• -a --.-.•. .... . ...... -.. ......... 

--~--
.. ... ,.. . ... " . ....... .. -.- . ...... 

NON-OP B 30 0 0 25 38 50 75 9 20 112 
PR 7 0 0 0 0 38 b8 0 0 B 
MooA 5 0 7 13 0 13 20 17 73 88 
w 17& 0 7 19 110 &3 H 10 23 110 

DA.(]P UNDEF<lA 
18-21 12 0 0 0 33 &0 78 0 0 39 
22-25 JII 0 0 17 25 &0 60 10 25 50 
OVER 25 3& 0 0 25 25 &11 81 10 16 33 

w OA-npt lllHJER 18 1 oJ::"" 
18-21 28 0 0 111 38 &3 80 0 22 50 
22-25 4B 0 0 7 43 75 68 0 17 110 
(')yER 25 57 0 0 10 40 &9 8& 0 14 tlO 

I.OA.OPt UNl'ER1A 2 
16 .. 21 7 0 0 0 0 &0 63 0 17 40 
22 .. 25 & 0 0 20 38 57 60 0 20 113 
nyfR 25 12 0 13 20 20 51.1 &2 10 29 50 

NON.OP IlNOER18 79 0 0 17 33 58 80 9 28 50 
18 .. 21 94 0 0 18 tl4 b7 60 11 25 110 
22 .. 2S 115 0 5 19 40 &7 60 11 18 33 
nvER 25 113 0 & 20 tlO &0 60 3 17 33 

OA .. OP M 57 0 Il 111 33 &7 82 7 23 tl3 
F 21 0 0 19 29 tll.I 8& 0 25 tlO 

DhOP.., ~ 8t1 0 0 LS 37 &1.1 62 9 20 tl3 
F 36 0 0 11 50 73 89 0 11 33 

I.OA.OP+ H 43 0 I) 20 20 &0 60 0 25 113 
F & 0 0 0 0 50 80 0 25 50 

NON.OP M 1&9 0 2 17 39 &3 80 12 25 tl2 
F 97 0 b 21 33 &0 76 13 25 tlO 

me 



!h.3 08 
TABLE 6 .. 3 CO~pARlSnN DATA FROM C.O.D.A,P. ON U~EMPLOVHENT, DRUG lI~E, A~P SUCCESSFUL CU"iPLETIONS • 

FOR DISCHARGES FROM DRUG FR~E RESIOENTIAL(THERAPEUTIC) COMMUNITIES WITHIN 1 MONTH 

DRUG ~1U0,4BER UNEMPLOYED AS % ORUG FREE AS ~ OF OPIATE FREE AS :I: 
SUCCESSFul. COM. 
PLETIONS AS X nF 

USAGE AGE nF OF ALI. DISCHARGfS ALI. DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES 
PATTERN RACE GROUP SEX CI.INtCS \. 2SX HON U 75:1: L 25:C MON U 7SX I. 25" 1o\1)!.1 U 75:1: I. 25" MON U 7S" 
___ .It • ., .... - ~-- .. -.. - .... ......... " ....... ...... ,.. ._·.IIIt .~-.. . ..... .-.-.. _.--- . ..... -... ~ ....... .ca .. _. ~ .... --

FOR TOTAL PRnGR'\~ 176 93 99 100 79 97 99 99 100 100 0 0 0 

DA.r'lP 38 97 100 100 63 99 100 94 98 100 a 0 & 
DA.np+ 59 93 100 100 88 97 100 92 97 100 0 0 0 
I.DA .. up+ 13 83 100 100 b9 93 100 94 100 100 0 0 0 
NON-OP 105 92 9& 100 &9 99 100 97 100 100 a a 2 

B 54 98 100 100 77 98 99 93 9S 100 0 a 1 
PR 9 9!:j 100 1(10 70 92 100 8& 90 100 a a a 
,,\-A 15 89 90 100 74 8& 92 80 99 100 0 0 5 

W \II 130 91 97 100 78 99 100 99 100 100 0 0 0 
V, 

IJfIIOER18 n 97 101) 100 bO 911 100 97 100 100 0 a 13 
18-21 &9 ~& 100 100 ao 97 100 911 100 100 0 0 0 

22 .. 25 &8 ~Il 9& 100 8& 98 100 99 100 100 0 0 0 

OVER 2~ 5f> Cj'q 97 100 So '11 99 94 99 100 0 0 5 

~I 1115 '12 99 100 80 97 99 98 99 100 0 0 1 
F 71 95 100 100 80 98 100 98 100 100 0 0 0 

DA.(1P B 20 97 100 100 80 98 100 93 91 100 0 0 3 
PR 3 
Io\-A b 83 89 lOO 15 89 98 q3 9S 100 0 1 17 
III 14 86 100 lOCI 80 95 100 97 100 100 0 0 0 

()A.np+ B 2S 90 100 100 78 91 100 89 91 100 0 0 3 
PR 5 81' .1 100 100 80 100 100 80 100 100 0 0 0 
M-4 5 0 100 100 07 83 100 80 83 100 0 0 0 
w '31 80 100 III 0 60 93 9& 89 9& 100 0 0 0 

1.0A-OP+ a 2 
p~ 

M-A 
w 5 0 100 100 57 89 100 0 100 100 0 0 0 

------~ ~-~ ~--- - ~ --- -~- -- -------~-" 



CO~PARISnN DATA FROM C,O.O,A.P. ON UNEMPLOVMENT, DRUG USE, 
8 .. 3,09 

TABLE a-.s AND SUCCESSFUL CU"'PLETlONS 
FUR DISCHARGES fROM DRIIG FREt: RESII)ErHtAL(THERAPEUTlC) COMMUNIl'IES "'ITHIN 1 MONTH 

DRUG FREE AS X OF 
SUCCESSFUL. COM. DRUr, NU"18F.R U~EMPLOYED AS % OPIATE FREE AS X PLEllONS AS X nF 

USAGE AGF. nF OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL. I)ISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES AL.L DISCHARGES 
pA TTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLtNICa L 25" HUN U 75% L 25X MDN U 75% L 25X MDN U 75" L 2~" MDN U 75" ........ ... - ........ .-.-..... ....... . .... - .. -... -.... ~ ........ • •• _m ..-~ ..... . .... . ..... ----. . ..... .... .,. 
NnN-UP 8 13 79 95 100 116 96 100 85 100 100 0 0 10 

PR 2 
ri·A 3 
1'/ 92 90 96 10(1 78 1)9 100 93 100 100 0 0 3 

DA .. r'lP tINDE::R18 
18 .. 21 6 93 100 lOG 20 97 100 0 100 100 0 0 0 22.25 16 911 100 100 SO 98 100 99 100 100 0 0 0 OVER 25 17 96 100 100 85 9b 100 92 97 100 0 0 e 

w DA.OP+ lINI)ER18 
0"\ 18 .. 21 8 0 100 100 60 113 90 83 Bb 100 0 0 0 

22 .. 25 22 83 100 100 82 93 100 93 94 100 0 0 0 OVER 25 ~4 88 100 100 80 92 9q 90 911 100 0 0 0 

LOA.OP+ llNOER18 
18 .. 21 
22 .. 25 1 
nHR 25 II 

NON-UP llNI)£R18 31 97 100 100 113 93 100 95 100 100 0 0 6 
t 8-21 '38 90 93 100 71 93 100 0 100 100 0 0 0 
22.25 16 80 100 100 80 911 100 80 100 100 0 0 0 
OVER 25 18 60 90 100 60 99 100 94 100 100 0 0 111 

D4 .. 0P H 32 97 100 100 80 98 100 92 98 100 0 0 2 
F to 911 100 100 70 97 100 86 98 100 0 0 17 

OA .. OP+ H 114 91 \00 100 88 90 100 92 9& 100 0 0 0 
F 12 83 B8 1(10 80 92 100 83 100 100 0 0 0 

LDA.OP+ M 10 0 100 100 b7 91 100 90 94 100 0 0 0 
F 

~nN·Op ", 82 91 93 100 71 99 100 95 100 lOO 0 0 5 F ,9 92 911 100 73 9B 100 0 100 100 0 0 5 



CO~PARIsnN DATA FROM C.U.DIA.P. ON UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, AND SUCCESSFUL B .. II,10 TABLE B"II COMPLETIONS FOR DISCIi/IRGES FRO~ ORUG FREE RfS!OENTIAL(THERAPEUTIC) COMMUNITlfS WITHIN 1 TO 2 MONTHS 
SUCCESSFUL tOM. DRUG NUI1BF.R UNE"IPLO'ft::O AS ~ DRUG FREE AS X OF OPIATE FREE AS " PLETIONS AS " OF USAGE AGE OF OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES PA TTERN RACE GROUP SE)( CLINICS l. 25" MD~ U 75" L 25" MDN lJ 15" L 25" MDN U 75" L 25" MDN U 75" ---.-... . -.- .......... ... . _.-. ., .. -._ ... . ...... . ..... ..-... .. ..... ~ ... -.. ....... .. .... . .. -. .-.-. ..~ .. 

FOR TOTAL PROGRAM 911 92 99 100 75 99 100 91 100 100 0 0 0 
DA .. OP t2 93 100 100 &1 92 tuo 63 92 100 0 0 0 DA"np+ 18 911 100 100 69 91.1 100 90 100 100 0 0 a LOA-OP+ 1.1 
~DI·~·OP 51 91 95 100 71 99 100 0 100 100 0 0 7 

B 21 89 95 100 56 97 96 91 99 100 0 0 a PR Il 
M .. A 1.1 
W 6'1 93 100 100 70 c., 100 80 100 100 0 0 (, w . , 

~ 
lINDER1S 15 a a 100 27 82 100 0 0 100 0 0 0 16 .. 21 18 94 lf10 100 &0 91 100 11 100 100 Ii a 17 
22~2C; 19 91 100 100 83 97 100 50 100 lf10 0 0 33 OVER 25 23 63 91 100 7f1 95 99 68 99 100 a 0 13 

M 64 90 97 100 71 94 98 99 100 100 0 0 0 F 18 90 911 100 75 98 100 57 100 100 0 0 14 
DA.np Ii 7 93 100 100 bl.l 

pR 
8B 100 88 100 100 0 0 0 

MaA 
W 

OA .. l1P+ B 10 7B 93 100 80 
PR 2 

62 100 80 100 100 0 0 9 
M .. A 1 
ill 7 92 100 100 73 79 100 0 0 100 0 0 20 

LOA.OP+ B 3 
PR 
H-A 
W 2 



CO~PARISON DaTA FRnM C.O.D.A.P. nN UNEMPLOYMENT, D~UG USE, AND SUCCESSFUL 
a.1.I .11 r ABLE 8 .. 4 COMPLETIONS 

FOR DIsCHARGES FROM DRUG FREE RESIDENTJAL(THERAPEUTIC) COMMUNITIES WITHI~ 1 TO 2 MONTHs 

UNEMPLOYED AS X DRUG FREE AS X OF 
SUCCESSFUL COI1~ DRUG NUMBER apIA TE FREE AS % PLETIONS AS x nF 

USAGE AGE of OF ALL DIsCHARGES ALL OISCHARGF.S OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL O~SCHARGES 
PATTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLINICS L 2S" MDN U 7SX L 25" MON IJ 75" I. 25X liON U 75" I. 25" liON U 7!:i" .......... ...... ___ ... _u ..... ••• pt ..... ....... II! ...... ...... _lit .... .-.... -'!!III .... ....... . ...... ~ ..... . ---. ...... ",.~.-
NnN·OP B & 83 95 100 17 98 99 a 100 100 0 0 7S PR 3 

11·4 1 
W 112 88 92 100 &0 99 100 0 100 100 0 0 8 

OhOP lINDER18 
18.21 
22·25 2 
OYI'R 25 10 88 100 100 80 8& 100 80 8& 100 0 0 17 

w DA .. np+ IINDER18 
(Xl 18,,21 2 

22 .. 25 9 8& 100 100 88 89 100 0 100 100 0 0 0 
OVER 25 & 87 88 100 73 88 100 82 100 100 0 0 27 

LOA-OPt lJNDER18 
16.21 
22 .. 25 2 
OYFR 2S 2 

NON·OP UNOER18 15 0 0 100 27 89 100 0 0 100 0 0 0 
18.2t 9 80 92 100 0 91 100 a 100 100 0 0 111 
22 .. 25 & 80 94 100 80 100 100 0 100 100 0 40 &0 
oyER 25 6 6& 91 100 29 88 99 0 100 100 0 11.1 b9 

DA"OP M t 1 90 100 100 83 88 100 88 100 100 0 0 25 
F 2 

DAIIIOP+ ... 13 90 100 100 67 92 100 90 100 100 0 0 0 
F 

I.DA .. ,JP+ ., II 
F 

NON"OP .. 34 86 93 100 bO 9'3 9q 0 100 1.00 0 0 17 
F 7 80 q2 100 11 97 100 0 0 100 0 0 33 



-. 

TABLE BooS COMPARISnN DATA fROM C.O.D.A.P~ ON UNEMPLOVMENT, DRUG USE, A~D SUCCESSFUL 
a.S,12 

COMPLETIONS FOR DISCHARGES fROM DRUG fREE RES!OENTIAL(THERAPEUTIC) COMMUNITIES WITHI~ 2 TO 4 MONTHS 
SUCCESSFUL COM. DRUG NUMBER UNE"IPLOYED AS :< DRUG fR~E AS X OF OPIATE FREE AS " PLETIONS AS " OF USAGE AGF nF OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES PATTERN RACE GROUp SEX CLINICS L 25" MDN U 75" L 2S" MDN U 75" L 25" MD"! U 75:< L 25" MDN U 75:< -----... -_.- . -~-- .. - .... . _.e._ .. ... --- ........ . ..... .... -~. .-.... .... -. _.-.. _.-.. --.... .. -~. . ........ . .... 

FOR TOTAL PROGRAM 83 82 9& 100 78 93 9& 9& 100 100 0 0 8 
DA .. OP 8 70 89 100 83 89 tOo 88 89 100 0 a 20 DA .. OP+ 18 92 100 100 94 100 100 94 100 100 0 0 0 LnA .. Opt 
NOlll-UP 37 71 88 92 b7 92 94 94 100 100 a 0 17 

B 22 83 91 100 7& 
PR 1 

94 100 92 911 100 0 a & 
MooA 3 

w w 51 80 94 100 71 92 94 93 100 100 0 0 13 
\0 

UNDER18 13 80 8& 100 &0 90 94 118 100 100 0 0 10 18 .. 2t 13 80 8& 100 71 8& 100 0 100 100 0 0 0 22.25 18 90 100 100 71 92 100 88 92 100 0 a 0 OVER 25 20 && 83 92 78 92 100 92 100 100 a a 20 

M 55 82 9/1 100 79 92 9b 91 ~4 100 0 0 0 
F 18 79 88 100 8& 100 100 0 100 100 0 a 17 

OA .. OP B 5 70 89 100 43 89 100 80 89 100 0 a a PR 
M-A 
Ii 

DA-OPt B & 7& 89 100 9/1 100 100 911 100 100 0 0 11 pR 1 
MooA 
Ii & a 100 100 8& 100 too 0 100 100 0 0 0 

LDA .. OP+ B 
PR 
M .. A 
W 



:---------------------------------------------

B.!) 13 
TABLE 6-5 COMPARISON OATA FROM C.O~D.A.p. ON UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, AND SUCCESSFUL. COMPL.ETIONS • 

FUR DISCHARGES FROM DHUG FREE R[SIOENTIAL(THERIPEUTIC) COMMUNITIES WITHIN 2 TO /I MONTHS 
SUCCESSFUL. COM .. 

DRUG ~lUM~E:R UNEMPL.OYED AS ,. ORUG FREE AS X OF OPIATE FREE AS " i1LETIONS AS " OF 
USAGE AGE OF OF AL.L. DISCHARGfS AL.L DISCfiARGES OF AL.L DISCHARGES AL.L. DISCHARGES 
PATTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLTNICS L 25,. "'ON U 75" L 25" MDN U 75" L. 25" MDN U 75" L 25" MON U 75" 
.. _____ e:Io 

011"._ • a ........ --- . _.tIt._. ....... "_Ct ... .. ..... ..., ..... . -... ~-.- .. ... -... . .... _ .... . ...... ., . ..... ~ ~ ..... 
NflN"OP B 5 50 55 83 0 0 100 0 :100 100 0 3& 83 

PR 1 
H-A 1 
W 30 b7 8b 92 bO 8& 92 92 100 100 0 0 111 

OA.OP ilNOER11l 
18-21 
22-25 
OVFR 25 3 

DA-flP+ lIND~Q18 
.j:::'" 18-21 1 
0 

22"25 & 0 100 100 bO 8& 100 80 8& 100 0 0 0 
OVER 25 5 &9 86 100 0 100 100 0 100 100 0 0 14 

LDA.OP+ lJ"lOER18 
18.2t 
22 .. 25 
OVER 25 

NON-UP UNDER18 12 63 8b 100 &0 83 92 0 100 100 0 0 10 
18 .. 21 & 57 80 100 50 7t BO 0 100 100 0 0 0 
22.25 
nVER 25 7 110 S9 86 0 73 100 0 0 100 0 14 &0 

DA .. OP M 7 33 80 100 &0 63 100 80 83 100 0 0 29 
F 

DA"'OP+ M to 91 100 100 8& 92 tOO 80 92 100 0 0 9 
F 

L.DA-OP+ M 
F 

NON·OP M 23 &5 93 100 75 92 100 93 100 100 0 0 13 
F 7 50 79 80 60 88 100 0 0 100 0 13 29 

"--','" -- .... -',;;."' ..... .:;,; .. --'"""""" .. '---'--_-SIo ... "'"' .... ""'.,-.. '--..-...c. _____ --'-":...... ....................... ____ ....... _______________ ......... __ ~ ___ ~ __ ~~ ___ _ 



--~----

CO"lPARJSON DHA FROM C.D.D.A.P. ON UNE'1PLOYMENT, DRUG USE, A"JO SUCCESSFUL 
8.0,14 TABLE Ij-o COMPLETIONS 

FOR DISCHARGES FRO'1 DRUG fREE RESIOENTIAL(THERAPEUTIC) COMMUNITIES WITHIN 14 TO & MONTHS 

UNEMPLOYEO AS % DRUG FREE AS X OF 
SUCCESSFUL COM-DRUG NlJMI:lE"R OPU TE FREE AS ~ PLETIOfllS AS X OF USAGE AGE ['IF OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES 

PA TTERN RACE" GRQUP SEX CLtNICS L 2S~ MD~J U 75X L 25" MDN U 75" L 25" MON U 75" L 25" MON U 75" ---.-_. ..... .. -.. -~. ... .".-." . ...... ..-.- ..... ."' .... .... -.. ..-.-. 1IIt._._ . .... .-.... . ...... ---- .. . .... ., 
FOR rOTAL PROGRAM 114 78 90 91 71 92 100 90 100 100 a G 17 

OA.np 3 
DA .. (1Pt 1 32 80 83 80 89 100 83 100 100 a 0 11 LOA.Opt 1 
NON .. OP 17 &7 89 100 29 82 91 9S 100 100 0 9 40 

B 8 &0 78 80 78 83 100 78 83 100 0 0 0 PR 
M .. A 1 
w 24 67 89 100 50 88 92 9b 100 100 a a 27 

~ UNDE.R18 10 60 83 100 I-' 
18.21 1 

a 83 86 9& 100 100 0 0 20 

22.25 3 
OVER 25 7 19 b7 80 71 88 100 71 100 100 II 0 20 

M 28 78 88 91 &0 88 91 9b 100 100 0 0 17 
F & 48 80 100 71 80 100 0 100 100 0 0 &0 

DA .. OP I:l 
FR 
M-A 1 
W 1 

" DA-nPt I:l 2 
PR 
M-A 
I'j 2 

LOA-OPt 8 
PR 
/1-A 
W 



CO~PARIsnN 04TA FROM C.O:O.A.P. ON UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG; USE, AND SIJCCI::SSFUL 
B_b.l5 

TABLE e-b COMPlE TI ONS 
FOR DISCHARGE'S FROM DRUG FREE ~ESIDENTTAl(THERAPEUTIC) COMMUNITIES WITHIN 4 TO b MDNTHS 

U!JEMPlOYEO AS X ,,:>LJG FREE AS % DF 
SUCCESSFUL CDM-

DRUG NU~'BER OPIATE fREE AS % PLETIONS AS :c OF 
USAGE. AGE OF OF ALL DIsCHARGES All .HSCHARGES OF A~L DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES 
PATTERN RACE GRnUp SEX CLINtCS L 2St "10N U 75;( L 2!;X HON U 75X L 25); MON U 75% L 2SX MON U 75;( ....... . _ ... -_.-.-. --oo ......... _.-.. _.-.- -... ~ ~ ... ~. ~.--. ..--- .-~-~ _._ ... -... .. ~.. .~-.. ..~~-
NON-OP B 

PR 
"'-A 
W 15 b7 68 100 0 75 88 95 100 100 0 a 38 

DA-OP UNDER1S 
18.2\ 1 
22-25 2 
nVER 2S 3 

OA-OP", lJNOE:R16 

~ 
lB.21 

I\) 22-25 1 
OVFR 2S 1 

LOA-OP+ UNOER16 
\6.21 
22 .. 25 
CiVFR 25 

NON-(lP UNDER18 10 60 83 100 0 82 83 95 100 100 a 0 20 
18-21 1 
22-25 1 
nVFR 2S 1 

OA .. np M 3 
F 

DA-OP+ '1 7 28 80 100 0 80 100 80 100 100 0 0 20 
F 1 

LDA-OP+ M 

F 

NON-UP "1 8 23 6b 100 0 82 89 9S 100 100 0 0 40 
F 3 



.j::'" 
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APPENDIX C: VALUES ON SELECTED 1REATMENT OUTCCME MEASURES FROM CODAP 
OUI'PATIENT DRUG-FREE PROGRAMS 

TABLE C-l cnMPARISON nATA FROM C.o.D.A,P. ON UNEMPLOY~ENT, DRUG USE, ANO Al.eCHO!. 
ABUSE AT DISCHARGE FROM OUTPATIENT DRUG FREE PROGRAMS 

DRUG NUMBER UNEMPLOYED AS X ORUG FREE AS ~ OF OPIA TE FREE AS ~ 
USAGE AGE OF OF ALL DISCHARGeS ALL DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES 
pATTERN RACr. GROUP SEX CLINICS L 25X MDN U 75~ L 25~ MON U 75,; I. 25;( MDN U 75;( 
---.. -.- ....... ............ ... . .......... ......... .. " ... . ..... ... -.: . ......... . ...... .. .. _- .. 

FOR TOTAL PROGRAM 94b 52 b5 77 30 55 80 85 97 99 

DA.f)P 323 53 bb 79 43 73 95 5& 81 99 
DA"np+ 235 5b 70 83 40 b9 90 54 80 97 
I.DA",QP+ 11.13 55 b7 61 25 50 78 53 77 92 
NON.UP b91.1 53 bb 78 25 49 71 99 100 100 

B 385 57 71 83 35 b7 90 74 90 99 
PR 34 5b 78 8b 5 &7 97 45 9& 100 
M-A 110 bb 79 8& 2b 53 81 bb 9,5 97 
w 751 51 b3 75 ~9 53 7b 89 98 99 

UNDER18 407 70 82 92 23 1.11.1 b9 99 100 100 
1a-21 520 4a b2 7b 2b 49 79 aa 98 100 
22 .. 25 482 47 &1 75 32 57 80 75 90 99 
OVE'R 25 543 114 &0 75 32 bO 83 80 93 99 

M 8/J0 1.19 &1 75 27 53 80 65 97 99 
F &09 62 75 86 30 5& 79 87 99 1110 

DA.()P Ii 199 50 68 81 48 77 98 60 8.5 98 
pR 13 b7 8b 91 3 8& 97 ,5 80 1110 
Pi .. A 51 63 75 88 3& &0 88 38 &5 9& 
w \71 4b b& 79 47 71 92 58 82 98 

D4.0P+ a 123 62 77 8& 30 72 97 48 85 97 
pR 9 50 70 80 0 5& 100 0 5& 100 
M .. A Ib 70 80 9b 40 56 b7 43 60 80 
w 122 49 b3 78 33 fill 85 114 80 92 

I.DA.OP+ B 39 bO 73 83 33 &3 83 57 71 88 
PR 1 
/1-A " \If 80 46 &7 83 20 50 b7 53 71 90 

c .. l.04 

ALCOHOL AIWSERS 
45 ~ OF ALL 
DISCHARGES 
I. 25,; MDN U 75~ . -.-. .-.-. ....... 

0 II 1& 

° 0 0 
0 0 4 
0 0 13 
0 9 20 

° ° b 
0 0 7 
0 0 12 
0 b 17 

0 7 18 
0 3 17 
0 0 13 
0 3 18 

0 & 18 
0 2 13 

0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 

0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 9 

° ° ° 
0 0 14 

0 a 15 



TABLE Cal COMPAPISOM DATA FROM C.n,D.A.p. ON UNF.MPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, AND ALCOHOL 
Cal.OS 

t8USE AT DISCHARGE FROM OUTPATIENT DRUG FREE PROGRAMS 

UNEMPL.OYED AS X DRUG FREE AS ~ OF 
ALcOHOl. ABuSERS 

DRUG NUMBER OPIATE fREE AS X AS " OF AL.L 
USAGE AGE OF OF AL.L DIsCHARGES ALI. DISCHARGES OF AL.L. DISCHARGES DIsCHARGES 
PATTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLINICS \. 25¥ MON U 75" I. 25" HDN 1I 75X I. 25" MDN U 75" L. 2S" MDN U 75" ........ ..... . .. -.... . -.. ........ .. ,,"" .... ., ... .. -.. ...... .-.-. ... ..... ---... . ........ -.. --- .-.". ...... . ..... 
NON-OP B 15& 58 79 89 19 47 7& 99 100 100 0 & 19 

PR 11 50 75 8& II 57 b7 99 100 100 0 9 111 H-, bO && 80 89 20 tiS 89 99 100 100 0 & 18 
1'1 593 51 btl 75 2& tl9 70 99 100 100 0 10 21 

DA .. OP lINDER18 
18.21 85 65 78 86 tiS 711 98 50 77 93 0 0 0 
22.25 1&9 54 &b 79 50 73 95 bO 81 98 0 0 0 
DyER 25 211 tI& ob 78 49 73 99 58 83 95 t) 0 0 

-I=:"" DA.np+ UNDER18 -I=:"" 18.2t il8 &0 7S 89 2t) 60 90 tlO 71 90 0 0 0 
22.25 115 50 b7 82 27 &0 9b 55 77 9& 0 0 0 
OyER 25 129 50 b9 84 38 &4 94 50 81 97 0 0 0 

I.DA.OP+ UNDER18 2 
18.2t 17 &0 72 83 It1 50 67 40 &7 83 0 0 17 
22-25 34 50 04 80 lil 33 &0 25 57 80 0 0 It1 
OVER 25 31 57 71 80 22 113 80 tIti 70 8& 0 8 18 

NON-OP lINDERt8 39t1 70 82 92 22 tl4 ;0 99 100 100 0 7 18 
18.2t 401 411, 59 73 23 45 70 99 100 100 0 8 20 
22.25 249 tlO 55 &9 30 50 &7 97 100 100 0 10 20 
OYER 25 287 tlO 5t1 &7 28 50 71 99 100 100 0 17 33 

DA.OP M 270 il5 60 '14 42 74 98 59 82 98 0 0 0 
F 1115 70 83 97 45 75 9.6 57 83 9& 0 0 0 

DA.OP+ M 187 50 &7 82 40 &7 90 54 8t) 96 0 0 5 
F &7 &S 80 'II! 21 &1 92 :;0 09 'IS 0 0 0 

LDA.OPt M 93 50 &7 80 25 45 '80 53 74 89 0 0 lb 
rr \& &0 15 8b 0 40 73 38 71 80 0 0 9 

NON·OP to! 002 119 &2 7b 20 43 &9 99 100 100 0 12 24 
F 4115 60 72 83 26 119 69 99 100 100 0 8 19 



TABLE c·a COHPARISO~ OATA FROM C,n.D.A.p. ON TypES OF DISC~ARGES AS ~ OF ALL 
C.2.0b 

DISCHARGES FROM OUTPATIENT DRUG FREE PROGRAMS 

DRUG ~IUM8ER SUCCESSFUL l.EFT PROGRAM ALL OTHER USAGE AGE nF COMPLETIONS VOLUNTARILY TERMINATIONS 
pATTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLINICS L 25); MO"l U 75% L 25% MDN 1I 75% L 25% "iDN U 75% .. _ .. -. .... ........ ... ........ .... ~" ~ .... -. ...-.. ....... . .. ~ .. .~--. _._.- .. ...... ._-- .. 

FOR TOTAL PRr')GRAM 911b 10 23 tl2 Z5 42 b2 10 20 tlO 

DA .. np 323 2 21 118 lb 37 bO 10 23 tIti DA .. !)p+ 235 0 10 35 20 42 bb 13 28 5S LOA.OP+ 1113 0 10 22 30 51l 71 15 25 50 NON.UP b9t1 11 23 40 29 4b btl 8 19 3& 

B 385 2 17 112 18 41 &5 10 23 tl3 PR 34 0 11 33 17 37 03 11 32 00 
M·4 ItO 7 23 43 15 37 00 9 25 50 

-I='" w 751 12 25 42 a9 44 b4 9 19 30 
. \n 

UNDER18 tl07 11 24 45 28 tlb bb tI It1 35 
18-21 520 9 21 39 28 tl9 01 8 19 38 
22.25 482 5 19 LlO 22 45 00 9 22 43 
nVER 25 543 7 20 tl3 21 til 02 10 22 tl2 

"1 6t10 9 21 110 25 43 b3 10 22 41 
F 009 10 24 43 28 tl7 bb 7 17 3t1 

DA.OP 6 199 0 15 50 lt1 35 bb 10 23 "7 PR 13 0 to 31 lt1 29 00 20 40 71 H-A 51 0 19 40 lb .58 b'7 0 24 47 
W 171 0 22 50 17 35 b4 9 20 40 

DA .. OP+ B 123 0 11 33 18 43 07 14 30 5& PR 9 0 0 29 0 44 71 11 29 5b M.A tb 0 0 20 9 33 44 20 50 &4 
W 122 0 15 30 27 44 &7 10 22 til 

LOA.OPt B 19 0 0 
PR 1 

17 25 45 73 20 38 57 

M.A 4 
W 80 0 10 20 33 bO 75 13 20 40 



~- ~- --- ---

TABLE C-Z COMPARISON DATA FROM C,n,O,A,p. ON TypES OF DISCHARGES AS X OF Al.L 
C-Z.<17 

OIsCHAR~Es FROM OUTPATIENT DRUG FREE pROGRAMS 

DlfUG NUMBER SUCCESSFUL LEFT PROGRAM AL.I. OTHER 
USAGE AGE nF COMPLETIONS VDl.mH ARII. Y TfR"IINATlONS 
PATTEn .. RACE GROUP SEX CI.HJrCS I. 2SX MON U 75:( L 25X MON U 75% L. 25X MON U 75~ ---.--- ...... -----"'. . -- . ........ .... -... -.. -.- ___ .fIt .. ",.- .. • _."lIt .-... -.. --.. ........ ........ 
NI)N"OP B ISo 0 18 39 22 liS 71 5 16 40 

PR \1 0 17 35 19 33 7t 10 32 50 
M-A 60 9 211 50 20 33 bO 8 22 lib 
w 593 13 25 Ll2 32 lib oll 8 17 32 

DA .. OP UNl'lE~l!\ 
18.21 1\5 0 17 Ll6 13 43 61 10 23 50 
22-25 169 0 18 liS 17 38 bt 9 25 LIS 
nvF.R 2r; 211 0 20 50 15 33 58 12 22 £18 

.J::'" DA-ap • UNDER18 
0'. 18-21 a8 0 0 20 Z7 liS 67 III 38 ';)7 

22-25 U5 0 11 22 2S 53 71, 7 29 SO 
OVER 25 129 0 14 36 15 113 oil 10 29 51 

LDA.OPt IINDER16 2 
18.2t 17 0 17 20 110 ';)0 60 0 20 110 
22-25 III 0 0 17 411 07 80 0 29 110 
OVER 25 37 0 II 29 29 57 71 11 30 57 

NON·OP· lINDER18 3911 11 25 115 28 114 6b 4 111 311 
tS-2\ 401 11 211 110 29 So &7 b 1& 33 
22-25 2U9 8 24 110 30 50 b7 b 17 38 
OVER 25 287 9 22 Ll2 25 lib bb 8 19 36 

DA.OP 11 270 1 20 55 14 3b 60 9 21 Ll8 
F 145 0 19 4b 18 42 oS 8 21 43 

D~·OP+ M 187 0 t 1 35 18 43 &7 12 28 52 
F b7 0 13 29 20 47 71 11 27 50 

LOA-UPt 11 93 0 8 17 10 55 71 17 31 57 
F to 0 13 29 33 bO 71 0 18 40 

NON-OP M bn2 to 22 39 28 45 65 9 20 39 
F 44S 12 27 45 31 48 b7 5 15 30 

~~-'--"--------------'--~---~ 



---.....,"'. - -~- -----

TABLE C .. 3 COMPARISnN DATA FRnM C.O.D.A.P. ON UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, AND SUCCESSFUL 
C-5.08 

COMPLETIONS 
FOR DISCHARGES FROM OUTPATIENT DRUG fREE PROGRAMS wITHIN 1 MONTH 

DRUG NUMBF.R UNEMPLOYED AS X ORUG FREE AS X OF 
SUCCESSFUL. COM .. 

OPIA TE FREE AS % PLETIONS AS X OF USAGE AGE nF OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES ALI. DISCHARGES PA TTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLINTCS L Z5X MDN U 75% L 25X MON U 75X L 25% MDN U 75x I. 2!:ix MDN U 75X ..... --- ..... ......... . ... .......... ..... ... ,,-- ...... .... ., . _ar._ . .. ~--- 1It ____ .... _. ---... . .. -- ...... 
FOR TOTAL PRI")GRAM 215 63 76 87 III 110 ·'6 71 92 99 ° 16 

DA"OP 67 63 77 85 25 60 97 311 67 99 0 7 38 DA .. OP+ 35 65 7& 811 15 67 99 19 70 96 0 0 II LOA.OP+ t~ 62 79 89 0 17 25 17 H 113 ° 0 ° NON-OP 118 63 79 88 7 24 50 98 100 100 0 0 15 
Ii 68 b4 79 88 14 &7 99 110 80 99 0 0 27 PR 10 bO 85 911 10 91 100 50 85 100 0 3 59 
~1·A 2l 67 83 9& 11 38 80 38 &0 92 0 0 22 
III 161 59 75 8& 13 38 75 80 99 1"00 0 5 18 ~ 

~ lINDER18 34 8& 98 100 6 14 liD 99 100 100 0 0 13 18-2t u7 &3 77 90 18 38 98 65 95 97 0 0 19 
22-25 62 60 75 811 20 50 97 113 80 98 0 2 20 
OVER 25 90 bO 71 82 20 55 98 115 8& 98 0 II 27 

'i 170 58 72 611 13 40 80 b4 89 99 0 3 2rt F 77 71 85 98 14 35 83 &8 89 99 0 0 18 
DhOP Ii 40 &7 79 89 17 &0 98 20 b7 97 0 1 31 pR b 89 94 100 0 80 100 0 80 100 a b 40 H.A 12 66 8& 68 29 50 92 29 50 92 a II 50 w 311 57 71 80 19 &0 99 29 &0 99 0 1\ 112 
DA.OP+ B 22 &7 75 83 3 &7 97 4 67 8& 0 0 10 PR II 

M-A 1 
W 12 60 67 80 a 20 69 10 25 100 0 a 2!) 

LDA.OP+ B 2 
PR 
M-A 
W 9 60 86 89 0 14 25 17 22 63 0 0 0 



--------------______ ."S'_ 

TABLE Cool CO'4PARtSnN DATA FROH C.IJ.D.A.P. ON UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, AND SUCCESSFUL 
FOR DtSCHARGfS FROM OUTPATIENT DRUG FREE PROGRAMS wITHIN 1 MONTH 

C .. .s.09 
C'O~PLE T I tJNS 

DRUG ~JUMBER UNEHPLOYEn AS X ~RUG FREE AS ~ OF OPUTE FREE AS·X 
SUCCESSFUL CnM. 
PLETILlNS AS X OF 

USAGf. AGE OF OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCriARGES 
PHTERN RAr.E GROUP SEX CLINICS L 25X MDtIJ U 75;( L 25X MDN U 75X L 25~ MDN U 75X !. 25~ MON U 75X 
Q-~ •• -. . ... • .,8\1_.0 .. ..... .......... ...... --... - .-. ., .. .-.-.. .. -.. -.. .. -.... ... -.- ..-~ . 
NON·OP B 12 7l 92 100 8 25 &1 83 100 100 0 0 10 

PR 1 
M .. A 5 57 71 9& 0 11 25 0 100 100 0 0 0 w 103 60 76 90 8 28 117 98 100 100 0 0 18 

DA .. np IJNDER1S 
t8.Zt 14 &l 79 83 13 57 98 13 12 93 0 S 50 
22.25 30 60 67 81 19 7\ 99 20 80 97 0 17 110 
OVER 25 112 67 79 BB 20 70 99 28 80 92 0 5 35 

.f:"" 
DA.OPt IINOER18 

18.2\ 11 60 80 83 0 29 100 0 II;S 100 0 0 20 ex> 
22.25 19 61 75 93 9 75 9b 9 86 91 0 0 50 
nVER 25 22 58 61 79 0 80 93 4 80 93 0 0 1& 

LOA-ON lINnERIB 
18.2t 1 
22.25 3 
OVER 25 2 

NON-UP LlNDER1B 311 8& 98 100 & 111 110 93 100 100 0 0 13 
18-21 !9 &0 71 92 8 20 So 9& 100 100 0 II 17 
22-25 t3 51 75 83 0 211 110 90 100 100 0 n 17 
nVfR 25 24 50 04 78 1't 50 80 94 fOO 100 0 5 20 

DA .. OP M bO 60 72 81 25 &0 98 31 75 99 0 B 37 
F 29 18 90 9& 13 80., 88 15 8& 92 0 0 32 

DA"OP+ M 28 &1 07 80 0 72 98 4 12 95 '0 0 II 
F 12 60 79 89 0 20 88 11 30 86 0 0 13 

L(lA-OP+ M 9 50 77 83 8 17 63 20 lib 50 0 0 0 
F 

NON·OP M 70 bO 78 8& 0 20 50 9& 100 100 0 2 17 
F 35 71 83 98 10 20 51 97 100 100 0 0 20 



TABLE C·4 COHPARISON DATA FROM C.O.D.A,P. ON UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, AND SUCCESSFUL 
FOR DISCHARGES FROM OUTPATJE~T DRUG fREE PROGRAf15 WITHIN 1 TO 2 MONTHS 

C .. 4.10 
CO,'1PLE TI ONS 

UNEMPLOYED AS X DRUG FREE AS X OF OPIATE FREE AS " 
SUCCESSFUL COM-DRUG NUHBER PLETIONS AS X OF USAGE AGE Of OF ALL DIsCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES OF ALL-DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES PATTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLINICS L. 25" '-ION U 7SX L 25X MDN II 75¥ L. 25" MDN U 75" I. 25" MDN U 75" .. -..... - ...... ....... -. . ~ . ......... -v: ....... . --.- .. -.. . -." ... .-.-. ....... ,,---- ..... - ____ a .- .. -. 

FOR TOTAL PROGRAM 375 58 70 83 18 42 74 79 97 98 0 8 22 
DAo>OP C/4 57 68 83 43 67 97 53 80 97 0 II 27 DA.np+ 1.15 60 75 84 20 65 9b 40 70 83 0 0 14 L.DA.OP+ 20 60 17 83 0 20 43 20 57 67 0 0 0 NON.OP 245 58 71 65 13 17 60 99 100 100 0 7 2'1 

B 95 60 78 91 23 59 8& 64 66 96 0 0 20 PR 6 20 61 72 0 10 83 11.1 83 93 0 13 40 MaA 29 67 88 94 17 45 71 50 H 92 0 8 53 
.j::"" w 282 56 70 82 19 40 70 80 98 100 0 9 23 \0 

IINDER18 77 78 89 97 0 30 52 9a 100 100 0 8 20 18.21 88 60 73 84 13 "0 73 76 96 100 0 0 18 22·25 106 53 67 62 23 50 82 60 80 94 0 0 20 OVER 25 128 44 ~'3 78 29 S4 81 67 89 94 0 11 30 

M 282 52 67 62 19 45 77 77 96 97 0 9 22 
F 144 &7 80 91 17 44 71 76 97 100 0 0 2'1 

DA.np B 54 55 73 83 38 71 95 56 83 95 0 0 30 PR 2 
M·A t5 50 83 88 20 50 78 31 67 78 0 10 23 H 36 SO 73 84 43 60 89 50 75 95 0 14 27 

DA .. OP+ B 18 '10 67 86 20 71 9b 50 80 90 0 a 29 PR 1 
M·A 3 
w t7 40 67 82 0 38 61 12 42 67 0 0 20 

L.DA-OPt tI 'I 
PR 1 
I1-A 1 
1'1 5 50 60 80 0 "0 50 0 60 67 0 0 110 



TABLE Cooll CO~PARISON DATA FROM C.O.O.A,P. QN UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, AND SUCCESSFUL 
C .. II 11 

COT<1PLETlONS ' 
FOR DISCHARGES FROM OUTPATIENT DRUG FREE PROGRAMS WITHIN 1 TO 2 MONTHS 

DRUG UNEMPLOYED AS X DRUG FREE AS X OF 
SUCCESSfUL. COM .. 

NUMBfR OPIA TE FREE AS " PLETIONS AS X 01' 
USAGE AGE OF OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DIS~HARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES 
PATTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLINICS L 25" MON U 75X L 25% MON U 75" L 25% MDN U 75% L 25¥ MDN U 7!:1x ......... -.. - .......... ...... . .. -.~ .. ...... . .. -... . ..... -"."" --.-. .-.-. _.-.. ..... . _.- .. -_.-. . .. -.. 
NON·OP H 23 80 94 100 0 30 63 99 100 100 0 0 18 

PR 3 
Moo. 8 75 10l) 100 0 17 28 99 100 100 0 0 17 
W 202 57 69 82 13 33 56 97 100 100 0 10 25 

DA.OP UNDER18 
18.2t 13 ft9 80 83 20 63 80 33 63 80 0 0 10 
22.25 16 58 64 80 47 15 91 55 83 91 0 8 27 
OVER 25 54 50 67 83 35 64 911 40 71 94 0 0 28 

\on 
DhOP+ lINDERIS 

0 18.21 7 38 67 80 0 14 46 0 14 116 0 0 0 
22.25 15 36 67 85 0 "7 BO 15 69 80 0 0 0 
OVER 25 15 Cl3 75 88 5 47 83 5 117 83 0 0 0 

LDA-OP+ UNDER18 1 
18 .. .!! 2 
22 q 25 
OVER 25 3 

NON·OP IINDER18 74 78 88 97 0 30 52 89 100 100 0 0 23 
18.2t 52 50 67 80 9 28 "3 99 100 100 0 9 18 
22-25 22 40 57 80 14 27 60 96 100 100 0 111 23 
nVER 25 39 36 50 67 17 33 64 83 100 100 0 20 38 

DA-OP M 70 50 62 80 113 67 9b 49 80 96 0 6 25 
F 25 71 80 86 40 63 80 Cl2 &9 80 0 0 29 

DA .. OP+ M 33 50 b8 86 14 &0 95 33 67 83 0 0 20 
F 9 75 80 100 0 33 50 0 38 50 0 0 11 

LDA-OP+ t.1 t4 60 80 86 0 20 &0 20 50 71 0 0 0 
F 2 

NON-liP '" lb2 50 68 85 13 33 65 9& 100 100 0 5 22 
F 86 b3 78 88 8 38 &5 99 100 100 0 13 30 



C .. s 12 HBLE C .. 5 COMPARISON DATA FROM C.O.U.A.P. ON UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, AND SUCCESSFUL COMPLETIONS • 
FOR DISCHARGES FROM OUTPATIENT DRUG FREE PROGRAMS wITHIN 2 TO 4 MONTHS 

SUCCESSFUL COM-DRUG NUMBER UNEMPLOYED AS X DRUG FRcE AS X OF OPIA TE FREE AS X PLETIONS AS X Of 
USAGE AGE OF OF ALL DISCHARGES AL.L DISCHARGES OF AL.L DISCHARGES AL.L DISCHARGES 
PATTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLINICS L 2S¥ MON U 75X L 25X MDN U 751: L 25X MDN U 75" L 25" MON U 7'" .. -..... . .. - ......... ..... ....... ....... ....... . .... " ..... ., .. -.... ~ . . ... -. .. .... . ...... " 

FOR TOTAL PROGRAM IIb9 58 b9 81 21 118 75 85 98 100 0 15 33 

OA.ap 88 5b 70 83 42 71 89 50 79 911 0 10 110 
oA-OP+ 50 57 73 89 21 57 80 3b bll 88 0 0 ~9 
LDA.OP+ 1b bO 71 80 20 So b7 43 &0 83 0 0 17 
r-lON-OP 337 57 b9 80 17 110 07 99 100 100 5 1& 33 

B 1 t 9 &2 78 86 32 58 8b b7 811 97 0 2 28 
PR 5 57 82 89 10 113 1111 1111 811 100 0 20 29 
M·A 41 &7 80 90 18 116 75 47 80 95 0 15 33 

VI W 35b 5b 67 80 20 114 711 90 99 100 b 17 3b 
I-' 

UNOER18 13& 78 8b 97 13 32 bO 99 100 100 0 17 38 
18·21 128 50 bb 80 18 43 b7 8b 98 100 0 17 35 
22-25 11 b 113 63 83 29 45 80 b7 89 93 0 111 33 
OVER 25 178 a8 611 82 22 54 80 70 93 94 0 13 31 

M 364 SO b6 80 211 48 7b 82 98 100 0 13 32 
F 212 611 79 88 17 110 71 8.3 90 100 0 17 38 

OA-OP B 112 5b 711 83 110 72 95 SO 75 94 0 0 28 
PR 2 
Moo. t9 71 88 100 38 5b 93 38 5& 94 0 0 29 
W 31 56 71 80 112 70 86 SO 71 9b 7 22 bO 

D'.OP+ B 23 611 80 95 20 67 86 22 80 88 0 0 20 
PR 
M·A 2 
W ttl SO bo 80 17 56 75 30 bO 83 0 17 25 

L.oA.OP+ e 5 50 b7 7S 0 17 100 13 67 100 a a 0 
PR 1 
M-A 1 
W 3 



COMPARISON DATA FROM C.O.D.A.P. nN UNE~PLOYMENT, DRUG USE, ANO SUCCESSFUL C.5.13 TABLE C-S COMPLETIONS 
FOR DISCHARGES fROM OUTPATIlNT DRUG FREE PROGRAMS WITHIN 2 TO 4 MONTHS 

DRUG FREE AS ~ OF 
SUCCESSFUL COM .. DRUG NUMBER UNEMPLOYED A.S % OPIA TE FREE AS % PLETIONS AS % OF USAGE AGE nF OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL OISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES 

PATTERN RACE GROllP SEX CLYNICS L 25% "ION U 75% L 25% MDN U 75% L 25~ MON U 75% L 25:( MDN U 7!):( ---.... ~ ...... ." __ atlt_ -... ........ ... ~ .. .. • .. el!!' .. -... . ... -. . -... .---. ----- -.-.- ___ e • ... ",. . ...... 
NON-UP 8 31 60 flO 93 6 

PR 3 
35 67 89 100 100 0 B 30 

MeA 12 b7 80 90 11 30 60 98 100 100 11 22 40 W 287 55 68 80 18 '11 66 99 100 100 6 17 36 
DA.-OP UNDER18 

18.2t b 70 79 100 0 43 71 0 43 71 0 0 14 22·25 32 54 67 91 44 73 90 44 83 90 0 8 44 OVER 25 52 58 69 86 40 75 88 44 80 89 n 11 33 

VI 
OA..OPt UNDER18 

I\) 18 .. 21 5 60 80 100 0 20 83 0 60 100 0 0 0 22.25 9 20 80 83 0 60 80 0 60 80 0 0 0 
OVER 25 t6 60 80 85 22 40 67 23 40 83 0 0 20 

LOA.OPt UNDER18 1 
18 .. 2t 1 
22·25 
OVER 25 1 

NON-OP UNOERlf1 133 78 8a 97 11 32 60 97 100 100 0 18 38 
18·2t 94 40 60 78 18 40 63 95 100 100 0 19 33 22 .. 25 ll7 38 SO 63 17 33 60 95 100 100 0 22 40 
OVER 25 69 43 56 67 18 38 67 94 100 100 0 20 38 

DhOP M 63 4b 63 88 40 76 93 45 77 9ll 0 0 27 
F 28 75 83 90 38 63 87 46 63 93 0 17 43 

DbOPt M U3 56 71 83 25 bO 80 36 03 66 0 0 2~, 
F 7 67 83 B6 0 14 80 0 14 80 0 0 14 

LOA-OPt M B 0 00 78 11 50 8b 43 &7 Bb 0 0 17 
F 2 

NON .. OP M 241 50 67 80 19 40 6U 99 100 100 0 18 33 
F 148 60 77 80 17 36 ,67 98 100 100 0 19 40 



COMPARIsnN DATA FROM C.U:D.A.P. nN UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, TABLE C-b AND SUCCESSfUl. 
FOR DISCHARGES fROM OUTPATIENT DRUG FREE PROGRAMS WITHIN 4 TO 6 MONTHS 

C .. &.l" 
CO"lPl.ETIQNS 

SUCCESSfUl. COM. 
DRUG NUHBr:R UNEMPLOYED AS % DRUG FREt AS % OF OPIATE FREE AS X PLETIDNS AS X OF 
USAGE; AGF. OF OF ALL DIRCHARGES Al.L DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCIiARGES 
PHTERN RACE GROUP SEX Cl.INICS L 25t ~'DN U 1SX L 25X MON lJ 75" l. 2SX MDN U 7S" l. 2S" MDN U 75X .. ~-.... ,,_.- ..... -.-. ... • tI!I ...... -a .... ....... ., .. --. . ..... Gill ... •• ... -- ... _.- ........ _01._ . . ..... .... fIt • 

FOR TOTAL PRnGR/IM 400 52 b7 80 29 54 78 89 99 100 7 21 42 

DA .. DP 51 60 74 83 57 81 91 &0 89 94 0 7 30 OA .. np,;. 30 bO 79 83 17 50 75 25 63 83 0 8 22 LDA,OP+ 5 50 75 80 25 40 bO 40 50 100 0 20 40 NnN.[Jp 308 50 66 80 28 48 73 99 100 100 12 28 45 

B 86 &0 79 91 30 bO 88 71 9b 100 0 7 27 
PR 5 33 82 83 0 24 67 67 100 100 13 29 31 
M .. A 26 77 85 9& 20 50 79 &9 83 97 0 8 29 

\J1 
W 299 50 64 77 27 47 71 92 96 100 11 23 4S 

LA.> 
UNDER18 129 72 86 95 21 40 76 98 100 100 9 25 44 
18-21 92 47 bS 80 38 57 70 86 'IS 100 11 28 50 
22.25 82 40 60 78 40 60 86 73 911 100 0 18 40 
OVER 25 114 45 63 60 30 63 83 7& 96 100 0 19 140 

M 291 4b 65 79 21 50 78 88 9b 100 4 19 39 
F 170 59 71 Ab 33 54 79 97 98 100 10 29 4b 

o A .• !)p B 20 00 80 So 20 70 S9 20 8& 89 0 0 q 
PI? 1 
11 .. ;\ 9 80 83 100 H 63 79 'H 67 79 0 a 21 
w 21 (,0 70 80 30 75 93 43 77 93 0 15 50 

DA-OP+ B 12 57 80 89 10 50 80 20 67 89 0 0 20 
PR 
M .. A 1 
ill Ii 

l.OA.O?+ ~ 

PR 
M-A 
\OJ 3 







TABLE C .. & CO~PARtSON DATA FROM C.O;O,A.P. ON UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, A~D SUCCESSFUL 
C-& 15 

COFolPLETlONS • 
FOR DIsCHARGES fROM OUTPATIENT DRUG FREE PRUGRAMS WITHIN 4 TO & MONTHS 

SUCCESSFlIL CO"'. 
DRUG NUMBE'R UNEMPLOYED AS X DRUG FREE AS % OF OPU TE FREE. AS X PLETIDNS AS X n~ 
USAGE AGE Of OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES 
PATTER~ RACE GRnUp SEX CLyNICS L 25X 110'" U 75); L 25X MON U 1511: L 25% MDN U 75% L 2SX MDN U 75% 
... --.... - .... -.-. ..... ,. ........ ..... ........ .. -.. . .... -. . --- .. . ..... --- .... ----. .-.... 
NnN"OP B 28 &0 78 92 40 57 80 9& 100 100 8 20 47 

PR 4 
MooA 13 67 79 100 13 33 50 a 100 100 0 13 40 
VI 251 48 &4 76 27 4& 70 98 100 100 13 29 48 

D4 .. 0P lJNOER18 
18 .. 2! 2 
22-25 !9 &0 76 89 3& 80 89 45 80 89 0 9 27 
OVER 25 27 73 82 93 50 &3 92 50 &7 89 0 7 40 

\J1 DA.OP+ UNDER16 
~ 18 .. 2t 2 

22·25 5 29 57 80 20 &0 80 20 8& 100 0 0 0 
OyER 25 11 &0 70 8& 20 38 50 20 38 88 0 0 20 

LDA.OPt lINDER18 
lS.2! 
22 .. 25 
nYER 25 

NON-OP UNDER18 125 71 8& 95 21 40 1& 98 100 100 9 27 So 
18 .. 21 &8 43 &0 75 33 57 &7 8& 100 100 11.1 35 5& 
22-25 31 20 38 53 40 5) 89 92 100 100 14 33 50 
OyER 25 50 30 116 60 22 57 78 86 100 100 14 29 1.18 

DA·np M 111 60 15 85 40 75 88 55 7b 911 0 3 20 
F 11 73 88 89 33 80 100 43 80 100 0 22 40 

DA.OP+ H 22 &3 79 80 14 50 &7 20 58 81 0 0 111 
F 2 

LDA-OPt M 2 
F 

NnN"OP ". 204 112 60 79 23 43 71 98 100 100 13 21 113 
F 129 57 61 83 33 53 77 97 100 100 14 37 57 



APPENDIX D: VALUES ON SELECTED TREA'IMENT OUTCCME MEASURES FRCM CODAP 
OUTPATIENT DETOXIFICATION PROORAMS 

TABLE DOll COMPARISON nATA FROM C.n.D.A,p, ON UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, AND ALCOHOL 
0.1,04 

ABUSE AT nISCHARGE FRO~ OUTPATIENT DETOXIFICATIQN PROGRAMS 
ALCOHOL ABUSERS 

DRUG NUMBER UNEMPLOVED AS ~ nRUG fREE AS X OF OPIATE FREE AS ~ AS " OF ALL 
USAGE AGE OF OF ALL DISCHARGf.S ALL DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES DISCHARGES 
pA TTERN RACE GROUP sEX CLINICS I. 25~ MON U 75" L 25X MDN U 75% I. 25X MON U 75X I. 25% MDN U 75" _.-._.- ..... ........ ..... ........ ...... . ..... . -.... . .... .-.. - ---- .. -.-.- . ..... .... -. .-." . ....... 

FOR TOTAL PROGRAM 215 55 &9 77 32 57 81 42 &4 86 0 0 0 

DA .. OP 112 55 &9 79 29 5& 82 37 63 86 0 0 0 
DA .. op+ 101 50 6& 78 30 61 84 47 67 93 0 0 0 
LOA.OP+ :5 
NON-OP 2 

B 144 56 &9 81 33 59 90 45 71 92 0 0 0 
PR 15 67 80 92 44 71 98 44 71 98 0 0 0 
M-A 31 60 74 82 15 29 54 16 29 60 0 0 0 
\ri 131 53 66 75 51 58 78 43 64 87 0 0 0 

\J1 
\J1 

~1t.tDER18 1 
18.2t 11 &7 78 85 38 60 90 42 61 97 0 0 0 
22.25 129 55 &9 80 29 57 85 43 66 89 0 0 0 
OyER 25 151 54 65 77 27 ,9 82 43 &7 88 0 0 0 

H 191 50 63 13 29 57 83 38 66 88 0 0 0 
F 100 74 82 88 29 59 87 36 6 I.! 90 0 0 0 

DhOP B 109 57 74 82 33 &0 94 44 72 95 0 0 0 
PR 13 68 85 93 48 73 97 57 73 97 0 0 0 
H.A 25 00 74 89 13 25 53 13 27 63 0 0 0 
I'i 98 SO 06 74 29 57 80 38 65 83 0 0 0 

OAeIJP+ B 53 50 65 81 33 69 99 46 8& 99 0 0 0 
PR & 36 80 92 71 97 100 71 97 100 0 0 0 
M.A :s 
W 51 48 &3 7& 20 58 83 43 71 96 0 0 0 

I.OA .. OP+ 8 
PR 
M·A 
\II 



TABLE 0-1 cn~PARISON DAT4 FROM C,nIOIA.P I ON UNEMPLnYMENT, DRUG USE, AND ALCOHOL 
0.1.05 

ABUSE AT DISCHARGE FROM OUTPATIENT DETOXIFICATION PROGRAMS 

DRUG NUMBER UNEMPLOYED AS :\I nRUG FREE AS X OF OPIAtE FREE AS X 
ALcOHOL ·ABUSERS 
AS X OF ALL 

USAGE AGE OF OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL oIsCHARGf!S OF AL.L. DISCHARGES DISCHARGES 
PA TTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLINICS L 25X MDN U 7SX L 25X MDN II 7SX L. 2SX MDN U 75" L. 25" MDN U 75" ... -~ .. ..... ......... .. ... . ........ .. ~.~ .~~.. . .... --.~. . .... .... ~ .--~ ..... ~ ~~-.. . -... " .......... . ...... 
NON-OP a 

PR 
M-A 
W 2 

DA"OP UNDER18 
18.21 50 71 79 B5 32 bO 98 113 bll 9b 0 0 0 
22.25 94 Sb 68 80 Z5 56 8& 32 &11 86 0 0 0 
oyER 25 1 t 2 50 &7 78 29 57 63 qll &7 88 0 0 0 

DA .. OP+ UNDER18 
Vl t8.Z! 21 57 78 8:S 17 81 92 20 81 92 0 0 0 0\ 22 .. 25 50 50 65 75 33 17 88 57 80 88 0 0 0 

OVER 25 117 50 &3 73 25 57 92 110 b7 98 0 0 0 

LOA .. UP+ UNDER18 
t8.2t 
22 .. 25 
nVER 25 

NON-UP lJNOER18 
18 .. 21 
22 .. 25 
OVER 25 

DA .. OP "4 144 48 62 73 29 58 82 38 &b 8b 0 0 0 
F 80 711 83 89 36 60 89 40 &11 89 0 0 0 

DA.OP+ M 78 110 b2 71.J 25 63 89 q8 75 92 " 0 0 
F 2& 71 80 8b 20 78 88 20 80 89 0 0 0 

LDA.UP+ M 

F 

NON-UP M 2 
F 



TABLE D-2 COMPARISON (lATA FROM C.nIO,A.p. O~I TYpES nF DISCHARGES AS :: OF ALL 
0.2.0& 

DISCHARGES FRnM OUTPATI~NT DETOXIFICATInN PROGRAMS 

DRUG NU",SER SUCCESSFUL I,EFT PROGRAM ALL OTHER 
USAGE AGE OF COMPLETIONS VOLUNTARILY TERMINAllONS 
PI\TTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLINICS L 25:( MDN U 75X L 25x MDN lJ 15" I. 25~ MON U 75" .......... ..... ......... . .... . .... -. -.-.. _.- ... ..--- . ...... ____ . ...... .. ..... . ..... 

FOR TllTAI. PROGRAM 215 18 36 25 45 &8 8 21 112 

OA .. OP 172 0 18 110 2& 'IS 10 & 21 39 
DA.OP+ 101 ° 10 tlO 20 tItI 11 5 19 tlO 
LDA.OP+ 3 
NON-OP 2 

Ii 11ltl 3 20 43 21 47 07 5 11 38 
PR 15 0 11 3Y 0 30 09 ° ij 57 
M .. A :31 0 0 38 23 (1) 7& 9 17 24 
w 131 0 18 1.10 22 39 07 8 20 45 

\.J1 
-.'I UNDER18 1 

18 .. 21 71 1 17 40 30 55 18 0 17 29 
22"25 129 0 19 42 28 45 07 5 20 tiD 
OVER 25 151 0 20 40 20 40 07 8 20 44 

M 191 0 15 1.10 25 45 &7 6 20 42 
F 1no 'I 17 44 22 48 08 7 20 40 

DA.OP B 109 5 2l 4& 25 48 09 " 17 37 
FR 13 3 17 43 0 tl4 &7 0 17 56 
M·A 25 0 0 41 27 59 78 10 18 29 
\II 98 0 15 40 20 39 &3 8 23 45 

DA.OP+ B S3 0 17 tl3 20 47 09 0 114 33 
PR 0 0 0 43 ° 27 57 ° 14 93 
M·A 3 
Ii 51 ° 114 38 2n 43 73 ° 17 52 

1.0A.OP+ B 
PR 
M-A 
W 



TARLE 0-2 COMPARlSO~ DATA FROM C.n.D.A.p. U~ TYPES OF DISCHARGES AS ~ OF ALL 
0.2.07 

DISCHARGES FROM OUTPATIENT DETorIFIcATION PROGRAMS 

DRUG NUMBER SUCCESSFUL LEFT PROGRAM ALL OTHER 
USAGE AGE nF COMPLETIOIIJS VOI.UNTARILY TER"IINAl'lONS 
PATTERN RACE GROUP SEX CLINICS L 25X HDN U 75" L 2S~ MON U 75" I. 25% MON U 75" . ---~- .. "tII._ ----._ . .-- ..... -.-. ....... ._-.- ._--- .w __ •• _._ •• _. __ 

~.--~ .. _.- .---~ 

/IION-OP B 
PR 
Moo" 
vi 2 

DA-OP IJNDER18 
18 .. 2\ 50 0 1" 29 31 5b 77 5 17 qO 
22"25 qq 0 17 q4 25 q3 68 1 20 qO 
OyER 25 112 0 17 40 19 40 67 8 23 45 

DhOP+ lINDER18 
V1 \S .. 21 21 0 8 30 11 60 63 0 11/ 33 
(» 22-25 50 0 18 36 20 1/5 71 0 111 43 

OYER 25 47 0 17 45 211 1111 71 0 17 q3 

1.0A.OP+ UNOER18 

I 18.21 
22-25 
OVER 25 

NON-OP UNDER18 
16 .. 21 
22 .. 25 
OVER 25 

OA .. OP M 14q 0 18 q3 22 43 71 5 19 qO 
F 80 0 15 qO 23 q7 67 6 18 40 

DA.OP+ ~ 76 0 17 110 25 411 &9 0 17 43 
F 26 0 20 44 13 q3 bO 0 17 40 

LOA.OP+ to! 1 
F 

NON-np M 2 
F 



r= • 

TABLE D-3 COMPARISnN 04TA FROM C.O:D.A.P. nN UNEMPLOVMENT, DRUG USE, AND SUCCESSFUL 
D.3 08 

COMPLETIONS • 
FOR DISCH~RGES FROM OUTPATIENT DETOXIfICATION PRnGRAM~ WITHIN t MONTH 

SUCCESSFUL COM", 
DRUG NUMBE'R UNEMPLOVEn AS " O~UG FREE AS " OF OPIATE FREE AS " PLETIONS AS " Of 
USAGE AGE OF OF ALL DISCHARGES ALl. DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL. DISCHARGES 
PATTERN RACE GROUp SEX CL.INICS L 25" MDN U 75~ I. 25" HDN II 75" L 25~ MDN U 75" I. 2S" MDN U 75" _.-.",.- .-.- .-.~-~- . -. .......... ..... • a_ ... ..--~ .11-•• .... -- ...... a ... __ ...... " . -... e ___ • --.-. -II!'_" • 

FOR TOTAL PROGRAM 105 60 70 79 31 59 83 110 67 90 0 19 1111 

DA .. OP 79 57 70 77 39 63 90 116 69 90 0 17 1111 
DA.OP+ III 56 71 78 20 60 92 38 611 97 0 23 114 
LI1A.OP+ 2 
NON-OP 

H 63 611 77 82 31 bO 98 110 70 98 0 20 115 
PR 12 67 79 86 63 97 100 63 97 100 2 27 39 
M-A 12 110 58 71 5 38 50 5 38 51 0 13 40 

Vi W 68 55 67 74 33 62 82 40 611 63 0 19 40 
'0 

UNDER1S 
18-21 III 73 81 86 29 56 88 33 60 88 1 111 33 
22·25 62 5S b3 T7 29 60 8& 113 65 68 0 21 III 
OVER 25 69 56 68 79 32 57 90 110 67 93 0 20 113 

M 91 50 &3 74 30 58 83 113 68 69 0 20 110 
F 53 ')'8 83 86 39 &3 95 113 64 89 0 17 43 

DA-OP B 119 67 75 BII 110 Sq 95 119 70 95 1 2t 1111 
PR 11 67 73 89 62 97 100 62 97 100 3 211 411 
Pi-A 10 110 67 77 5 42 511 5 liS 73 0 33 117 
W 55 50 67 73 35 bO 82 110 66 82 0 17 43 

DA .. OP+ B 21 62 69 80 17 86 96 33 90 96 0 1& 43 
PR 6 36 BO 92 71 97 100 71 97 100 0 b 113 
/·1. A 2 
W 23 118 .bl 75 27 78 88 110 80 96 0 23 38 

LDA-OP+ B 
PR 
/1 .. A 
W 



CO~PARtSON DATA FRnM C,O:O,A.P. ON UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, AND SUCCESSFUL 
0 .. 3,0'1 

TABLE 0-3 COMPLETIONS 
FOR DISCHARGES FROM OUTPATI~NT DETnXIFrCATION PROGRAMS WITHIN 1 MONTH 

DRUG NUMBE'R UNH'PLOYEn AS X ORUG FREE AS % OF OPIATE FREE AS X 
SUCCESSFUL C(U~. 
PI.EllONS AS l: nr 

USAGE AGE OF OF &~L DIsCHARGES ALl, DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES AI.L DISCHARGES 
PATTERN RACE' GROUP SEX CLINICS L. ZSX ~10N U 75" L 2SX MDN U 7St L. 2SX MON U 7SX L. 2SX MDN U 75X ........... .... ._.-.•. ... . ........ .. _-- .-.. ~ -.-.~ -~... ..... .-._- .. --~ .... - .-.-- ____ . ._._ . . ~._ . 
NON-OP B 

PR 
/i-A 
W 

DA-OP UNDER18 
la-21 32 70 60 86 30 Sb 98 30 ';;7 96 1 1'1 30 
22.25 SO 58 67 79 26 52 69 29 62 97 0 19 110 
OVER 25 55 60 70 80 311 56 89 1111 b8 89 0 12 1/3 

0\ 
OA.OP+ UNDER18 

18 .. 21 12 b2 80 85 17 92 100 20 92 100 0 It1 20 
0 

;>2 .. 25 22 50 65 75 33 80 98 50 60 86 0 18 38 
OVER 25 21 50 63 80 110 60 'n so 8! 97 0 20 So 

L.OA-OP+ lINDER1S 
18.21 
22-25 
OYER 25 

NON-OP UNDE.RI8 
18 .. 21 
22-25 
OYER 25 

DAooOP M 70 50 6'1 7'1 38 b2 88 '18 6t1 66 0 22 42 
F 115 75 63 90 33 60 98 tlO &1 89 0 17 ~O 

DA.OP+ M 'JlI 53 67 75 17 67 98 36 78 97 0 20 36 
F \2 74 . 66 95 40 86 100 40 88 100 0 10 36 

L.OA .. OP+ M 
F 

NON"OP '" F 



F 

COMPARISnN DATA FROM C,O:O,A;P. nN UNEMPLOYMENT, DRUG USE, D .. 4,10 TABLE D-4 AND sUCCtSSFUL COMPLETIONS 
FOR DISCHARGES FROM OUTPATIENT DETOXIFICATIUN PROGRAMS WITHIN 1 TO 2 MONTHS 

UNEMPLOYED AS " [)RIJG FREE AS " OF 
SUCCESSFUL COM. DRUG NUf.lBER OPIATE FREE AS " PLETIONS AS " Of USAGE AGE OF OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL IHSCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES PATTERN RACE GROUP S!;X CL.INICS L 25" MDN U 75~ L 2S" MDN IJ 75" L 25" MDN U 75" L 2S" MDN U 75" ---.-.. "-.11 . _._.ID .. . ,..-.... ...... Cl __ ... .-.... .-.-. ._--- ... -.- _.-.- . _ .... ...... II!I ...... 

FOR TOTAL PROGRAM 64 56 &7 79 21 56 60 2& &3 6& 0 20 37 
DA .. np 43 57 69 79 21 60 8& 21 03 I} 1) 0 20 33 DA .. OP+ 19 SO 04 78 20 60 80 27 67 &5 0 17 29 LOA.OPt 
NON-UP 

B 34 SO 70 84 111 &7 88 16 78 89 0 17 .56 PR 1 
M-A b !~ 0 71 9'1 18 29 63 16 ~9 83 0 3 13 w 27 57 &6 70 211 113 77 30 50 90 0 14 40 

0\ 
I-' IJNDER18 

16.2t t 5 58 b4 80 15 80 90 15 80 90 0 0 2? 
22-25 30 Sb b4 78 23 44 68 23 44 89 0 1 t 31 OVER 25 31 54 70 78 Ie 60 81 20 64 92 0 1S 40 

M 50 50 b3 71 21 58 83 25 &3 8& 0 13 33 
P 23 &7 75 90 41 60 92 44 71 92 0 17 47 

DA .. OP B 2b 57 77 84 13 &5 88 13 7.5 90 0 17 40 PR 
M .. A & 43 71 93 18 27 83 18 27 83 0 3 111 'II 17 5& &3 b9 25 50 80 25 55 83 0 17 33 

Dhap+ 6 9 H b3 88 0 
PR 

79 88 0 79 88 0 0 20 

M-A 
'II 8 33 &0 ~7 13 38 50 1l 50 60 0 20 33 

I.OA.OP+ I;! 
PR 
"'-A 
W 

.. 



COMPARISnN DATA FROM C,O:O,A.P, ON UNEMPLOYMENT, 
0-" 11 

TABLE 0-11 DRlIG USE, AND SUCCESSFUL COMPLETIONS • 
FOR DISCHARGES FRo~ OUTPATIENT DETOXIFICATION PROGRAMS WITHIN 1 TO 2 MONTHS 

DRUG NU/-lBfR UNEMPLOVEn AS % DRUG FREE AS X OF 
SUCCESSFUL COM .. 

oPlAlE FREE AS ,; PLETIDNS AS % OF 
USAGE AGE OF OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES OF ALL DISCHARGES ALL DISCHARGES 
PATTERN RACE GRIJUP SEX CUNICS L 25% "'ON U 75X L 25% MOil! !J 75X L 25% liON U 75% I. 2,,; MDN U 7!)¥ 
_ ....... . -... . ---.-. .... ......... -.--- --~ .. -.--~ . .. ~ . . _.-...... _.-.- ..... --~ .. . .. -. .-.-...... 
NON·OP B 

PR 
M-A 
W 

DA_Op lJNOER18 
18-2t 11 62 71 68 15 80 83 15 80 83 0 0 1111 
22-25 21 50 &4 83 20 36 89 20 36 89 0 10 22 
OVeR 25 21 55 69 78 22 60 75 22 &6 80 0 18 110 

0\ DA .. IJP+ UNDt:.R1S 
I\) 18 .. 2t 1 

22-25 8 50 67 ,71 14 50 tlO 111 60 80 0 20 110 
OVER 25 4 

* I.OA-OP+ lINDfR18 
f= 18-2t 
!" 22 .. 2'; 
Q OVER 25 
t'l 

I NON-OP LJNDER18 
18.21 
22-25 

~ oVER 25 

52 DA .. np M 35 51 61 7" 21 &0 88 22 67 90 0 17 36 
c;l 

F 1& 68 80 90 20 50 80 40 60 92 0 7 'iO 0 
"l 
"l 
n DA .. OP+ '" tb 50 57 71 20 60 83 22 60 83 0 0 22 t'l 
00 F 2 ... 
'" .. .. 

LOA-UPt 
'" 

M .. 
F ... 

I ... 
'" '" ~ NON-OP M 
0 F .. 
'" 





"'""--------------------~------~--~---
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